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The California Postsecondary Education Commission was
created by the Legislature and the Governor in 1974 as the
successor to the California Coordinating Council for Higher
Education in order to coordinate and plan for education in
California beyond high school. As a state agency, the
Commission is responsible for assuring that the State's
resources for postsecondary education are utilized effectively
and efficiently; for promoting 'diversity, innovation, and
responsiveness4to the needs of students, and society; and for

a advising the Legislature and the Governor on statewide
educational poly and funding.

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine represent the
general public, with three each appointed by the Speaker of the
Assembly, the Senate Rules Committee, and the Governor. The
other six represent the major educational systems of the State.

The Commission holds regular public meetings throughout the
year at which it takes action on staff studies and adopts
positions on legislative -groposals affecting pbstsecondary
education. Further information Omit. the Commission, its
meetings, its staff, and its other publications may be obtained
from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth Street,'
Sacramento, California 95814; telephone (916) 445-7933. -
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Highlights-of the Fall

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA RATES

After increasing each fall fiom 1976 to 1981,
the University's college-going rate among recent
graduates of California high schools remained
the same in Fait 1982 as in 1981-6.4 percent.

Although the grate remained the same, the
number of the UniversitYs first-time freshmen
inc eased by blmost 2 percent, reflecting 2 per-,
cen increase in the number of California high
schoolgraduates between 1980-81 and 1981-82.

Five University campuses experienced an
increase in fiist-time freshmen, from California
high schools. between 1981 and 1982. greater
than 5 percent, while two campuses had a (ez
crease greater than 5 liercthit-and one had only a
slight decrease.

Among the 32 counties with at least 1,000
high school graduates in1981-82, six increased
their college-going late at the University.by at
least- orfe-half percentage point between 1981
and 1982, while five decreased by this amount.

/ CALIFORNIA STATE
\ UNIVERSITY RATES

The State Unive'rsity experienced no change
in its college-going rate among recent high,
school graduates between Fall 1980 and Fall
1982: The rate remainek4.6 percent,-following a
five-year period of steady increases beginning in
Fall 1975.

Like they University, the State Univeisity
had an increase of about 2 percent in its number
of first-time freshmen, reflecting the increase in
the ntithber of high school graduates between
1980-81 and 1981-82.

Among the 19 State University campuses,
three had an increase and three a decrease of
about 10 percent in the enrollment of first-time
freshmen 'between Fall 1981 and Fall 1982,
while one campus had an increase of about 5 per-

, cent..

Increases of at' least one-half percentage
point in the State University rate occurred' in
seen n of the 32 counties with at least 1,000 high

.-4 4.-- , - 44, , .,,, ..41-

-982 Findings

school graduates m 1981-82, while decreases oc-
curred in six of them.

COMMUNITY COLLEGE RATES

le The rate for'eommunity Colleges increased
between 411 1981 and Fall 1982 from 42.1 to
42.8 percent but was below the rate obtained for
Fall 1980*. Theincrease may be the result of bet-
ter reporting by colleges with poor or incomplete
high school data in 1981..

The statewide increase in Community Col-
lege freshmen who were recent high school grad-
uatgs conceals a decrease of at- least 5 percent in
the number of such students on one-third of the
campuses.

/Countywide rates also changed significantly
between Fall 1981 and Fall 1982, with some
counties experiencing increases and others, de-
creases. Some county-rates remained relatively
stable.

INDEPENDENT COLLEGE
AND UNIVERSITY RATES

At regionally accredited independent col-
leges -and universities for which two-year data
are available, the mite declined slightly between
Fall 1981 and Fall 1982, with over half of these
institutions experiencing a drop in first-time
freshmen from California high schools. ''"`

Thirty-three independent California colleges
and universities reported that they had enrolled
a total of 2,168 new transfer students from the
Community Colleges in Fall 1982. The Univer-
sity of Southern California, the University of
San Francisco, and/the University of the Pacific
accounted for 61 percent of the total.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

The percentagebf women enrolling as fresh-
men in the University, the State University, and
the Community Colleges after high school grad-
uation waeslightly higher than that of men in
Fall 1982, as it was in Fall 1981. The percentage
difference remained smaller at the University'
than at the State University and the Commun-
ity Colleges.

I
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ETHNIC DIFFERE1 CE7 IN RATES

Very small increases occurred in the number
of first-time freshmen enrolling at the Unive- r-
isity in Fall 1982 over Fall 1g80 "and 1981 for all
ethnic minority -groups except Black and Amer-
ican Indian women. Hispanic men and women
remained the smallest group when compared
with their incidence in the 1980-81 high school
graduate gloup, while Asians remained the
largest:

fr Ethnic data for first-time freshmen in the
State University appear to be reliable for Fall
1982 but cannot be compared with previous
years when the ethnicity of a high percentage of
students was unknown.

2

The proportion of Hispanic men and women
and Black men among first-time freshmen in the
State University in Fall 1982 was smaller than
among 1980-81 , high school graduates, while
that of Asians and Filipinos of both sexes was
larger and that of American Indians and. Black
women was about equal to their proportion
among these graduates.

The proportions of Black, American Indian,
Filipino, and Hispanic men and women among
first-time freshmen in the Community CoIleges
in Fall 1982 were larger than- among 1980-81
.high schiool graduates. Enrollment gains over
Fall 1981 occu ed among Black men and wo-
men and among Asian and Filipino women.

ft



Background on the Study

THIS is the sixth in a serieslrf annual reports one
the flow of students-from high school to Higher

r education in California, with information repro-
duced and updated from previous reports (Com-
mission, 1978, 1979, 1981,-1982a, and 1982c).
Although the first report was putlished in 1978,
the first year for which college-going rates were
.computed is 1974. Separate reports were pre

. parefi for Community College students who
transferred in 1981 and 1982 (Commission,
1982b and 1983).

A major purpose of the report is to identify
trends in college-goink rates since 1974 and to
analyze changes in rates experienced by the ma-
jor segments of higher education and by counties
in light of statewide trends. The report also pro-
vides a basis for analyzing the college"-going
rates of men and women and of several ethnic
minority groups, compared with their represen-
tation among high school graduates.

When the series was initiated in 1978, one
pkirpose was to dispel myths of declining interest
among students in baccalaureate education and
of equality of access to all segments for students
throughout the State. The second purpose has
been to provide a service to the segments and the
State Department of Education and others who
do not have access to these comprehensive data.
The value of the analysis is expecited to increase
in the future as student enrollhients shift in
relation to changes in cost of education, ad-
mission requirements, and economic conditions.

SCOPE OF THE REPORT

College-going rates for the three public seg-
ments (If California higher education have been
obtained annually since Fall 1974. Rates for
regionally accredited independent colleges and
universities have been obtained since 1977. In
each instance, rates have been computed for
each of the 51 of California's 58 counties with at
least 150 high school graduates each year. Be-
ginning in 1977, rates have been computed for
men and women separately. Data oh the eth-
nicity of 1981 high school graduates permits
rough comparisons with the college-going rates
of the various ethnic groups. The report does
not, however, analyze data for disadvantaged
ethnic minority groups in the context of evalu:

Jo
MIN

ating outreach and affirmative action programs,
since such evaluations are carried out ellewhere
in other Commission reports.

LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA

The scone of the report is limited by the absence
of information about the flow of recent high
school graduates into private postsecondary
schools that do not grant degrees. The inclusion
of such students in the analysis would increase
significantly the overall participation rates re-
ported in this document, particularly for urban
areas. Two other gaps in information are the
numbers of California high school gritduates
who enroll in colleges and universities in other
states, and those who receive formal occupa-
tional training offered under other auspices than
colleges and universities -- for example, adult
education prograths of unified school districts.
Thus, the college-going rates obtained in this
study are underestimates' of the percentages' of
young people enrolling in 'some type of post-
secondary education after high school gradu-
ation.

METHODOLOGY

Statewide, segmental, and county college-going
rates are obtained by dividing the number of
first-time. freshmen 19 yearssof age and under
enrolling either full time or part time each fall
by the total number of the same year's graduates
of day high schools, both public and private.
These rapes, expressed as percentages, are be-
lieved to be the best possible estimates of Cali-
fornia college-going rates for recent high school
graduates, in the absence of longitudinal stud-
ies.

Numliers of high school graduates are obtained
from annual reports prepared by the State De-
partment of Education for both public and
private schools. Student data tapes submitted
annually to the California Postsecondary Educa-
tion Commiiiion by the University of California,
the Califon*. State University, and the Cali-
fornia COmmunity Colleges are the major source
of information about the high school of origin for
first-time freshmen. Information about first-
time freshmen in independent colleges and uni-



varsities comes from a special survey conducted Independent California Colleges and.- Univer-
with the cooperation of the Association of sities.
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'Statewide High School Graduation .

and College-Going Rates

THE number of high, school graduates and
college-going rates for the University, the State
University, and the Community Colleges are
displayed in Table 1 below for a nine-year period
(1974 through 1982) and for the independent
colleges and universities for a six-year' period
(1977 through1982). Figure 1 on page 6 displays
these same rates graphically.

NUMBER OF
diHIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES

After decreasing since 1975, the number of
public and private high school graduates in-
creased between 1981 and 1982 by 2.1 percent or
by 5,696 graduates. The increase in graduates of
private schools, who comprised 9 percent of all
graduates, was 16 percent, while that of public
school \vaduates was 1 percent. Among the 30
counties with the largest numbers of high school
graduates in 1982, five (Los Angeles, 'Santa
Clara, San Francisco, San Joaquin, and San Luis

Obispo) had an increase of at least 5 percent
between 1981 and 1982, while four (Marin, Tu-
lare, Placer, and Merced) hid losses oiat least 5
percent. Of the remaining 21, 13 showed small
gains, seve' had small losses, and one remained
approximately the same. In any case, the state-

.
wide total number for all counties was smaller
than any statewide tote since 1968, with the
exception of 1981. Among the State's private
schools, 543 reported graduating at least one
student in 1981-82, with 45 percent of them
graduating between one and ten students and
the remaining 55 percent graduating at least IL
The largest number of graduates (448) was
reported by a Catholic high school in Orange
County. Among the public high schools, 1,285
reported at least one graduate for 1981-82, with
less than 20 percent having ten or fewer
graduates, usually from continuation or other
special schools, and more than 80 percent having
at least 11 graduates. -Thirteen public high
schools in six counties had ; than 700 gradu-
ates each in 1981-82. .

TABLE 1 Statewide College -Going Rates for Recent High School Graduates, 1974-1982

Veil-

Number
of High
School

Graduates

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

U C CS U CC C
Total
Public

we- ,
peNdent

Grand
Total

1974 289,714 5.1% 7.6% 41.3% 54.0% --

1975 293,941 5.3 7.5 43.1 55.9

1976 289,454 5.1 7.8 41.7 54.6 ..-

1977 285,360 5.2 8.0 43.3 56.5 3.6% 60.1%

1978 283,841 5.5 8.4 41.4 55.3 3.4 58.7

1979 278,548 5.8 8.7 42.1 511.6 3.4 60.0

1980 270;971 6.0 9.0 43.0 58,0 3.5 61.5

1981 260,229 6.4 9.0 42.1 57.6 3.3 60.8

1982 265,924 6.4 9.0 42.8 58.2 3.2 61.4

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission



STATEWIDE
COLLEGE - GOING RATES

College-going rates by county and segment of
higher educatioh for 1974, 1976, 1978, 1980,
1981, and 1982 are displayed in Appendix A on
pages 25-32. Distributions of rust-time fresh-
men by ethnicity as of Fall 1982 are shown for

\ each county and segment in Appendix B on
pages 33-44, together with the most recent high
school ethnicity data, that of 1380-81. With the
addition of Community College data for 1982, it

appears that California's statewide total college-
going rate for all segments of higher education
increased slightly between 1981 and 1982 to
61.4 percent. The increase may be the result of
more complete.*reporting by Community Col-
leges that have submitted poor data in the past.
However, as Table 1 and Figure 1 show, this
percentage has not fluctuated more than one
percentage point since 1977, except for 1978 --
the year of Proposition 13, which affected the
Community, Colleg'es in particular when it
dropped to 58.7 percent.

FIGURE 1 Statewide College-Going Rates for Recent High School Graduates, 1974 through 1982
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University, of California Participation Rates

ALTH GH the number of California first-
time freshmen in the University increased by
315 in Fall 1982 over Fall 1981, the University's
participation rate- of recent California high
school graduates remained the same because of
the increamn the number of these graduates
during this period. This rate remained-6.4 per-
cent -- the highest of the nine years for which
rates have been computed. The increased num-
ber represented gains in California freshmen of
more than 10 percent for the' San Diego and San-
ta Barbara campuses; gains of between 5 and,10
percent for Berkeley, Irvine, and Riverside; and
losses between 5 and 10 percent for Davis and
Los Angeles. ,The Santa Cruz campus enrolled
about 900 first-time freshmen from California's
high schools -- some 4 percent fewer than inTall
1981.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES

First-time freshman enrollment rates at the
University differ significantly for graduates of
public and private high schools. In Fall 1982,
the public school rate was 5.9,percent, compared

to 10.2 percent for private schools. Table 2 dis-
plays these two rates for eight counties with at
least 800 private high school graduates in 1981-
82, and Figure 2 presents these data in graphic
form.'

TABLE 2 University of California Participation
Rates for Graduates of Public and Private High
Schools in Selected Counties, Fall 1982

Percentages Enrolling-es Freshmen From

County

Public
High

Schools

Private
High

Schools

All
High

Schools

Alameda 7.0% 13.1% 7.8%

Los Angeles 6.6 11.1 7.2

Orange 7.1 6.9 7.1

Sacramento 3.4 9.8 4.0

San Diego 6.6 10.1 6.9

San Francisco 9.0 11.6 9.9

San Mateo 7.8 11,7 8.3

Santa Clara 7.5 10.0 7.8

All Counties 5.9 10.2 6.4

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission

FIGURE 2 University of California Participatiod 'Rates for Graduates of Public and Private High Schools
in Selected Counties, Fall 1982
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Analysis of the reasons for-this difference be-
tween private and public schools in participation
rates is somewhat difficult, except for the obvi-

ous reason of self-selection of the private school
population.. Ethnic data are not available for
private school gtaduates and inferences based on
minority graduates of these schools who enroll
in, the University must of course be limited.
Among Hispanics who enrolled in the Univer-
sity as first-time freshmen in Fall 1982, 25.8
percent had graduated from California private
schools, as had 20.5 percent of Blacks. However,
only 15.0 percent of the non-Hispanic white
freshmen and only 5.6 percent of the Asians
wre private school graduates.

Campuses of the University, as well as counties,
differ with respect to their percentage of first-
time freshmen who are private high-school grad-
uates. Systemwide, iii, Fall 1982, 15 percent of
the California freshmen had graduated from
private schools and 85 percent from public high
schools. However, the Irvine campus in Orange
County enrolled only 11 percent of its freshmen
from private schools and 89 percent from public
schools. Table 2 shows a.higher University-par-
ticipation rate from public than from private
schools in Orange County, where the percent-
ages of Blacks and Hispanics graduating from
the public schools are among the lowest of Cali-
fornia's _large counties. In contrast to Irvine, Los
Angeles and Santa Cruz each enrolled 17 per-
cent of their first-time freshmen from private
schools and 83 percent from public schools. Los
Angeles County has the largest ntilnber and one
of the largest county-wide percentages of Blacks
and Hispanics combined in the high school grad-
uating class, as well as a high -participation rate
from private high schools. The interaction of the
factors of size of minority high school enroll-
ments, private school participation rates, and
University campus characteristics is beyond the
scope of this report, particularly because of the
lack of ethnic information on private school
gracluate6 in general.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN .RATES

Systemwide, the sex difference in University
participation rates of recent high school grad-
uates is a 0.3 percentage point -1 6.2 for men and
6.5 for women, who comprise 51 percent of the
high school graduates, at least in the public
schools. In Fall 1982, the percentage of first-
time University freshmen who were men was 47
percent , compared to 53 percent women. Five

years earlier, the 1977 participation ,raies for
men and women were 5.4 and 5.0, respectively,
and only 49 percent of the freshmen were women
in contrast to 51 percent men' Thus, the Univer-
sity-going rate has increased for women during
the past five years to a point where they have be-
come the majority among first-time freshmen.

The ratio of mckt and women ranged among
University campuses in Fall 1982 from 53:47 for
Berkeley -- the reverse of the systemwide ratio of
47:53 -- to 42:58'for Davis. The proportions were
equal at San Diego and Riverside, while women
were the majority at Irvine, Los Angeles, Santa
Barbara, anti Santa Cruz. These differences in
ratio appear to reflect campus differences in both
location and program emphasis:

Although a majority of the first-time freshmen
on the Berkeley campus are men, University
participation rates for recent male high school
gl.aduates in six of the seven counties in the Bay
Area are lower than those found for women
(Napa being the exception). In Marin County,
the rates for men and women were;11.6 and 14.8,
respectively -- well above their statewide rates of
6.2 and 6.5. San Mateo and San Francisco both
had rates above the statewide average -- 9.2 and
10.7 for men and 8.0 and 9.4 for women, respec-
tively. In contrast, Sonoma's rates were 3.3 for
men and 4.9 for women.

For several relatively large counties in other
parts of the State, the rate for men was equal to
or higher than that for women. In Fresno Coun-
ty, for example, the rate was a low 2.4 for both
men and women. This finding may reflect a
preference of county residents to enroll at the
nearby State University and Community Col-
lege campuses, since there is no University cam-
pus in the area, as well as the large proportion of
Hispanics (more than one-fourth) in the county's
high school graduating class, since Hispanics,
and especially Hispanic women, are less likely to
enroll in the University than non-Hispanic
white students.

Merced, Tulare, and Imperial Counties all had
low University-going rates and higher rates for
men than women in Fall 1982, as well as a large
proportion of Hispanics among their recent grld-
uates. Less than 2 percent of the women gradu:
ates from these counties enrolled as freshmen in
the University that fall. Other counties where
the rate for men was higher than that for women
were Riverside, Santa Cruz, and Yolo, where
University campuses are located, and San Ber-
nardino, Ventura, Butte, and Napa.

15
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ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

The ethnic distribution of public high school
graduates in 1979 and 1981 and of first-time
1niversity freshmen in Fall 1979 through Fall
1982 are displaybd in Table 3. Percentages of
Asians and Filipinos -w both men and women --
among rust-time freshmen have increaed
steadily during these four years and reimain
larger than their percentages among high school
graduates, whicli, also increased between 1979
and 1981 (the most recent year for which ethnic
data are available). Percentages of Blacks and
Hispanics among University freshmen were also
larger in 1982 than in 1979, but the change from

Oyear to year'cluring that period was not always
an increase,".and these percentages have- re-
mained consistently smaller than those for
Blacks and Hispanics among high school gradu-
ates. Decreases in the percentages of white stu-
dents in the various diftributions reflect corre-
sponding increases in 'ethnic minorities, since
the sum of all six ethnic groups is 100 percent
each year.

Finally, University-going rates for each of the
six ethnic groups have been computed by using
1980-81 data for publit. high school graduates

And Fall 1981 data on University freshmen from
public California high schools. Caution is need-
ed, however, in interpreting these rates because
of small numbers of American Indians (only 63
University freshmen) and possibly incomplete
data from some school districts. The rates were
highest for Asians: 17 and 18 percent of all
Asian high school men and women graduates re-
spectively in 1.980-81 were first-time University

'freshmen in Fall 1981. The lowest rates were
obtained for ,BtaCks (2 percent for men and 4
percent for wOmen) and HisPanicS (2 percent for
both men and women). For white, non-Hispanic
students the rates were 5 and 6 percent for men
and women, resAtively, which are less' than
the 9 and 11 percent obtained for Filipino high
school graduates. Rates for American Indians
were 3 and 4 percent for men and women -- high-
er than those-for Blacks and Hispanics. Figure.3
depicts theaf;( rates graphically.

k

TABLE 3 Ethnic Distributions of Men and Women Public High School Graduates
Between 1979 and 1981 and First-Time Freshmen in the University in 1979 and through
1982, in Percents

Segment Year Sex

Ethnic Groups

American
Indian

J

Asian Black Filipino Hispanic White

High School 1979 Male 0.7% 4.7% 9.0% 0.1% 15.0% 69.7%

Female 0.7 4.5 9.5 1.0 15.0 69.3

1981 Male i 0.8 5.2 7.8 1.3 15.7 69.2

Female 0.7 4.9 8.6 1.3 15.7 68.8

University 1979 Male .0.3 13.9 3.3 1.6 6.9
.,,

74.0

Female AO 13.0 5.4. , 1.9 5.9 73.6

1980 Male 0.4 15.0, 3.1 2.6 6.8 72.1

Female Q.4 13.5 5.0 2.5 6.0 72.6

1981 Male 0.4 15.8 3.4 2.6 6.7 71.1

Female 0.4 14.7 6.0. 2.8 5.4 70.7

1982 Male 0.6 17.3 3.6 3.2 7.1 68.2

Female OA 16.2 5.9 3.4 6.3 67.8

Note: Rows ofpercentages add to 100.

Source; California Postsecondary Education Commission
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FIGURE 3 University-Going Rates of 1981 Public High School Graduates by Ethnicity akd Sex
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Caiilfornia State Uniziersity Participation Rates

THE State University rate for first-time fresh-
Men from California high schools remained-9.0
percent for the three-year period ending in Fall
1982, after increasing steadily since 1975 when
it was 7,5, The Fall 198 shrran enrollment
was about 500 students ore than in Fall 1981,
but was the second-sma lest class of recent Cali-
fornia high school gradua s since 1977.

In Fall 1.98; various campuses of the State Uni-
versity +experienced 'gains and losses which in-
creased, the alreadylarge disparity in the size of
their first-Eime freshman classes. 1).n Jose and
Northridge, each With large enrollments of first-
time freshmen _age 19 and under, increased 29
and 13 'percent, respectively, over the previous
fall, while 'the freshman class at the relatively
small campus at Sonoma grew 41 percent to a to-
tal of 210. The relatively large clunpuses at San
Luis Obispo and Humboldt had 21 and 10 per-
cent (ewer 'freshmen, respectively, while San
Bernardino ,had 1p percent fewer or 241 in all.
In 1982, Bakersfield replaced Sonoma as the.
campus with' the smallest number of freshmen
wills were recent high school graduates, only
193, or 6 percent fewer than in 1981. NOrthridge
replaced San Diego as the campus with the lar-
gest number of freshmen from California high
schools, having increased to 2,910, while San Di-
ego experienced a decrease.of 2 percent to 2,591.
Other campuses with increased of abotit 5 per-

t, cent between 1981 and 1982 are Hayward, to
726; Pomona, to 1,826; and 8tanislaus, to 260.
The remaining eight campuses had changes of
less than 5 perient between 1981 and 1982 in
their freshman enrollment.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES

.State University participation rates also differ
significantly for graduates-of public,and private
schools, although the difference is smaller than
that at the University. In Fall 1982, the State
University rates for private and public school
graduates were 12.1 and 8.7, respectively, com-
pared with the University rates of 10.2 and 5.9.

Differences among the 19 State University cam-
puses 'with respect to the percentage of their
firstAime freshmen who graduated from public
and private schools are displayed in Table 4,
together with the total number of first-time

TABLE 4* Public and Private School Sources
of Fb4T-Time Freshmen in the' California State
University, by".Campus, Fall 1982

Campus

First-Time Freshmen

Total
(N)

Pubilc
Schools

(%)

Private
Schools

(%)

Bakersfield

Chico

Dominguez Hills

192

1,204

308

92.2%

.91.8

85.1

743%

8.2

14.9

Fresno 1,343 92.3 7.7

Fullerton 2,064 88.8 11.2

Hayward 721 80,8 20.0

Humboldt . 574 89.2 10.8 ,

Long Beach 2561 87 1 12.9

Los Angeles 969 83.2 16.8

Northridge 2,897 85.6 14.4

Pomona 1,821 86.9 13.1

Sacramento 1,293 88.9 11.1

San Bernardino 241 89.6 10.4

San Francisco ,304 79.4 20.6

San Diego 2,584 90.2 9.8

San Jose _1,958 88.8 11.2

San Luis-Obispo 1,451. 87.6 12.4

Sonoma 209 91.9 8.1

Stanislaus 259 90.3 9.7

Total . 23,953 87.6 12.4

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission

freshmen age 19 and under who graduated from
California' schOols. As can be seen, the, propor-
tion from private schools ranges from 8 percent
for the Bakersfield, Chico, Fresno, and Sonoma
campuses to at least 20 percent for Hayward and
San Francisco. Private' school representation at'
the Five State University campuses in Los An-
geles County also tends to behigher than that at
campuses in other parts of the 'State outside the
San Francisco Bay Area. Since State University
students tend to enroll at the campus nearest
their hohie, these 'proportions are related to the
public and private school participation rates for



the counties in which these campuses are lo-

cated.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Systemwide, the participation of female high
,school graduates enrolling in the State Univer-
sity as first-time freshmen in Fall 1982 was 9.9,
compared with 8.3 for male graduates -- a L6
percent difference, compared to 0.8 percent in
Fall 1977 when the rates were 8.4 percent for
women and 7.6 for men, but different than the
9.8 an(0.2 proportions of Fall 1981. t.

In 'Fall 1982, ten of the 19.campuses varied by
more than 5 percent from the systemwide. ratio
of 44.5 men to 55.5 women artiong first-time
freshmen. On three campuses, men comprised
More than 50 percent of the freshmen 57 per-
cent at Pomona, 52 percent at San Jose, and 51
percent at Humboldt. On seven others, however,
men comprised less than 40 percent -- 35 percent
at Bakersfield, 36 percent at Stanislaus, 37 per-
cent at Dominguez Hills and San Bernardino, 38
percent at Chico and Los Angeles, and 39 per-
cent at San Francisco. `These differences in pro-
portion; of Men and women appear to be related
to curricular strengths on campuses where men
are in the majority among freshmen and to size,
location, and strength of teacher edUcation pro-
grams where women predominated.

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Table 5 displays ethnic data by sex for the State
University's first-time freshmen as well as com-
parable data for 1980-81 graduates of public
schools. A more exact comparison is not pos-
sible, however, because public school ethnic data
are not available for 1981-82, private school eth-
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nic data are unavailable either year, and State
University ethnic data for 1981 and earlier years
are subject to question. In those years, the eth-
nicity of large percentages of students was not
recorded by several campyses With large enroll-
ments of ethnic minority students, and, in Fall
_1981, some students on some campuses were
miscoded as American Indians because of confu-
sion 'about the meaning of the terms ":Native
American" and "non-resident alien."

A compaigison of the two distributions for men
shows a pattern in some ways similar to and in
other ways different from that of the University:
The percentages of Blacks and' Hispanics among
State University freshmen 'are smaller than
among high school graduates, while the iiercent-
ages of Asians and Filipinos are higher. The
percentages of Asian and Filipino women are
also higher in the State University than among
high school graduates, while only the Hispanic
percentage is lower. The lower percentage of
non - Hispanic white women among State Uni-
versity freshman women than-high school grad-
uates is not regarded as "underrepresentation,"
since college-going rates for this group have
been increasing over time despite their decline
in the ethnic distribution percentages as rates
for minority groups also increase.

Differences between men's and women's parti-
cipation rates in the same ethnic group at the
State University are of particular interest in the
context of outreach programs. -For example, the
percentages of Black women among high school
graduates and State University freshmen are
higher than those of Black men, but this
difference is larger in the State University than
in the high schools. Black women appear to be
more likely than men to graduate from high ,
school and, once graduated, enroll in the State
University, just as in the University. For
Hispanics, however, the percentages of men and

TABLE 5 Ethnic Distributions of 1986-81 Men and Women Public High School Grfduates
and Fall 1982 First-Time Freshmen in the State University, in Percents

Segment Year Sex

Ethnic Groups

American
Indian Asian Black Filipino Hispanic White

High School

State
University

1981

1982

Male

Female

Male

Female

0.8%

0:7

0.8

0.8

5.2%

4.9

10.9

9.5

7.8%

8.6

5.4

8,9

1.3%

1.3

2.6

2.5

157%
15.7

11.0

11.1

69.2%
68.8

69.3

67_2

Note: Rows of percentages add to 100.

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.
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women among high school graduates and among
State University freshmen are about equal, even
though the State University percentages are
much smaller than those of high school
graduittes. In -contrast, the percentage of His-
panic pen among first-time freshmen at the
University of California Itas been larger than
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that of Hispanic women during each of the four
years for which data are available.

Thus, Hispanic--ren and women appear to be
graduating from Fiigh school and enrollihg in the.
State University as freshmen in equal, if 4incrin-
ished proportions, but Hispanic women appear
less likeliy than men to enroll as freshmen in the
University.

FIGURE 4 Ethnic Distributions of 1980-81 Men and Women Public High School
Graduates and Fall 1982 First-Time Freshmen in the California State University, in Percents

*

California State University Feip.ale
California State University Male

High School Female
High School Male

Am. Indian Asian Filipino

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.
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California Cornikunity oilege Participation Rates

MORE than 9410,000 receSt high
graduates enrolled in the California Community
Colleges in Fall 1982, or 42.8 Rercent of the
1981-82 graduates of public and private high
schools in California. The percentage was the
feurth highest in the nine-year period for which
college-going rates have been ,computed. With
rates for the University and the State Uni-
versity remaining stable between 1981 knd
1982, the proportion of all young California col,
lege students enrolling in the Community Col-
leges rose frpm 69 to 70 percent, or from 73 to 74
percent in the ublic segments alone.

For many years, high school data from about 10
percent of the Community College districts have
been poor, with significant numbers of coding er-
rors and omissions which may have resulted in
college-going rates which underrepresented th
Community Colleges in certain counties. -In the
Summer of 1983, a concerted effort was made by
the Commission staff to verify enrollment in-
formation which appeared to be incorrect and,
when the colleges concurred with this judgment,
to obtain new enrollment tapes. The effort was
for the most part successful, with only two dis-
tricts (with three colleges) unable at this time to
provide correct information about the California
high school origin of their first-time freshmen
age 19 and under. The problem has persisted for
some years in the case of the San Jose Com-
munity College District and occurred for the
first time for Fall 1982 students in the case of
Butte College. Thus the Community College
rates for Fall 1982 are believed to be the most
reliable for the nip.e-year period studied, with
the exception of Salta Clara County. However,
the rates for some counties and districts con-
tinue to be contaminated' by the inclusion of
some students enrolled at the college while still
attending high school and others who "are high
school dropouts. An attempt haS been made to
eliminate such students from the computation of
rates but some appear to remain, for example, in
the case of Napa College.

1

CHANGES FROM FALL 1981

In spite of the statewide increase in the Com-
munity College-go' rate, more thart one-third
of thelcolleges expriencecl a 5 percent or greater
decrease between Fall 1981 and Fall 1982 in the
number of young first-time freshman students

enrolling directly after high bchool graduation.
Colleges 'with such decreases included many
with large enrollments of Black and Hispanic
students, for example, Compton College, Rio
Hondo College, College of AN,anieda, and Los
Angeles Southwest College., Colleges with sig-
nificant increases between Fall 1981 and Fall
1982 are very diverse with respect to size, lo-
cation hi the State, and ethnic composition Of the I

'student body, for example, both East Los An-
geles and Los Angeles Valley Colleges in that
district, and both Contra Costa and Los Medanos
Colleges in, the Contra Costa'District. Since the
number of high school graduates increased be-
tween,1980:81 and 1981-82 in most counties, the
decrease in. Community College freshmen on
some canipuses cannot be attributed to a smaller
pool of high *Ito! graduates.

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Statewide, the percentage of Commutlity
College freshmen who are women was 51.4 in
Fall 1982; the percentage who are men, 48.6.
Since 50.8 percent of the public high school
graduates are women, the finding that women
are the majority sex in the Community Colleges
is not surprising. While the number of women .

among the freshmen wh(i are recent high school
graduates is larger than that of men on most
campuses, there are significant exceptions. For
example, men outnumber women on four Los
Angeles District campuses, are fewer than
women on four, and about equal on one. The
percentage of male students is also above 50 at
Glendale, Rio Hondo, and Santa Monica Col-
leges in the Los Angeles area.

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES
1

The ethnic distribution of Community College
first-time freshmen age 19 and under reseMblei
that of recent graduates of California public
high schools much more closely than do those of
the University and the State University. In the
Community College distributions, the propor-
tions of all minority groups except Asians are
larger than those in the high school distri-
butions. The difference is Ittrgest for Blacks
(about 3 percentage points) and smallest for His-
panics (0.3 percentage points). The "under-
representation" of Asians in the Community
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College distribution is not surprising, since a
large majority of Asian high school graduates
who go on to college in California enter ih# Uni-
versity or the State University as freshmen. i

comparison of the three largest ethic groups
shows that-among first-time freshmen in public
higher education in California, 46 percent of the
Asian students, comparedto 80 percent of Black
and Hispanic students, are in Community Col-

.,

leges.

In the Community Colleges, Blacks appear tov

have made largest gain in enrollmerits be-
tween Fall 1981 and Fall 1982, in terms of their
proportion in the ethnic distribution of first-tithe
freshmen. Increases also occurred among Asian
and Filipino women, while decreases occurred
among Hispanic men and women. However,
comparisons of ethnic data for different years
need to be made with caution because of im-
provements made in overall reporting for. Fall
1982 by some Community Colleges, tempered by

a high proportion of missing ethnic data for a
few colleges and the absence of ethnic
information for high school graduates in 1981 -
82:

Sex differences in the participation rates of
certain ethnic minority groups are of interest.

IOW
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In all three segments of public higher education,
the propor,pion of Asian women in the ethnic dis-
tribution of first-time freshmen is smaller Ilan
that of men, although it increased for each seg-
ment between Fall 1981 and Fall 1982.. Among
Blacks, the other hand, the proportion of
women in the ethnic distribution is larger than
that of men in all three segments,' with the dif-
ferencevsmallest in the Community College dis-
tributions.

When data for the three se rnents pf,, public
higher eduCation are combined, the resulting
ethnic distribution of first-time freshmen has
larger proportions of American Indian, Asian,
Filipino, and Black students but a smaller pro-
portion of Hispanic students than is found in the
prior-year distribution of public high school
graduates. Proportions of Asian and Filipino
students are highertin the University and State
University than 'in the Community Colleges,
while those of American 'Indians, Blacks, and
Hispanics are higher in the Community Colleges
than in the University and the State University.
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Independeht Colleges and Universities

FRESHMAN PARTICIPATION RATES

Based on data from 37 independen't colleges and
universities, the Fall. 198; statewide college-
going rates for this segment remained about the'
same as for 1981 -- 3.2 percent, compared to 3.3
percent -- although there has been a small de-
cline over the six years for which data are avail-
able. Tbese data are somewhat less reliable
than for the public segments, however, because
of differences from year to year in the in-
stitutions providing data, introduction of com-
puters to produce institutional data, and in-
stitutional differences in definitions of first-time
freshmen. In addition, because the college-going
rates are computed from the numbers of recent
graduates of California high schools, they do not
take into account changes from year to year in
numbers of freshmen who are admitted by Cali-
fornia's independent institutions from other
states and foreign countries. The analysis is also
based for the most part on regionally accredited
institutions that have as one of their primary
missions undergraduate liberal arts education
for recent high school graduates. Five such in-
stitutions did not provide data for first-time
freshmen in Fall 1982. Data from special-pur-
pose institutions, such as the California College
of Arts and Crafts, and those whose programs
.re designed for older students with previous

postsecondary education and more` experience,
such as Golden Gate University, are included in.
the analysis when available, but no special effort
has been made to obtain such data because of the
small numbers of freshmen reported by such in-
stitutions.

Among 31 independent institutions that pro-
vided freshman data for California high school
graduates in both 1981 and 1982, five of them --
with freshman enrollments of California stu-
dents ranging from 21 to more than 1,500 --
reported virtually the same number enrolled
both years. Seven others reported increases of
at least 5 percent, ranging from 16 to 93 stu-
dents. On the other hand, 18 of the remaining 19
reported decreases of from 10 to 20 percent -- and
the nineteenth had a 4 percent decline. None of
the decreases exceeded ,100 students, but they,
warrant further investigation to assess the rea-
sons for them and the seriousness of the de-
creases. A 10 percent decrease miht not be
serious for an institution if balanced by in-

creased enrollments of students from other
states, transfer students with advanced stand-
ing, or older students starting college, or if it
represents a planned reduction in enrollment on
the part of the institution. But any decrease
would be of concern to institution's and others
seeking to maintain access if fewer applications
for admission from California students are being
received or accepted, either because of increased
costs and lack of student aid or because of fewer
qualified applicants from California in com-
parison with those from other states.

TRANSFER STUDENTS
FROM COMMUNITY COLLEGES

For Fall 1982, 33 independent California col-
leges and universities reported that 2,168 new
transfer students were enrolled who had last
attended a Community College. Institutions re-
porting more than 100 such transfers are the
University of Southern California, the Univer-
sity of San Francisco, the University of the Pa-.
cific, the University of San Diego, Loyola-Mary-
mount University, Point Loma College, and the
University of Santa Clara. Golden Gate Univer-
sity reported 240 such students in Fall 1981, but
did not respond to the Commission's request for
such information for Fall 1982. The total for all
institutions for Fall 1982 is smaller than that
obtained for Fall 1981, in which the University
of Southern California. reported the number of
applicants, rather than enrolled transfeT stu-
dents. If the assumption is made that about the
same number transfer to this University each
fall from Community Colleges, thew' the total
number of Community College transfers in Fall-
1982 was about 100 fewer than in Fall 1981.

The number who transferred from each
Community College in Fall 1982 is shown in
Appendix C, together with the number who
transferred to the University and the State
University that term.

The college of origin was unknown for, 83
Community College transfer students. Com-
munity Colleges from which at least 50 students
transferred to independent institutions in Fall
1982 are Pasadena (102, primarily to the
University of Southern California), San Joaquin
Delta 498, primarily to the University of the
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Pacific), El Camino (92), Orange Coast (91),
Santa Monica (88), San Diego Mesa (75,
primarily to the University of San Diego),
Foothill (64), Glendale (631, West Valley (58,
primarily to the University of Santa Clara), and
Los Angeles Pierce (56). In any case, proximity

ca)
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to an independent college or university appears
to be an important factor in a Community Col-
lege-student's decision to transfer, as is also the
case with respect to such students' decisions
about transferring to the University or the State
University.

24
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Differences Among California Counties

SIGNIFICANT differences remain among Cal-
ifornia's 58 counties in their college-going rates.
Factors associated with these differences include
proximity to a university campus, high ethnic
minority population, low per capita income, high
unemployment in times of recession, low eligi-
bility for university admission, and, of course,
low interest in baccalaureate education. In
addition, although students are likely to attend
the nearest University or State University

F campus, some campuses attract fewer 12cttl stu-
ents than others.

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORI4IA
PARTICIPATION

The statewide participation rate for the Uni-
versity in Fell 1982 was 6.4, but county-wide
rates for counties with over 1,000 high school
graduates in 1981-82 ranged from 1.3 for Tulare
and 1.9 for Butte to 12.6 for Marin and 12.1 for
Yolo. San Francisco Bay Area counties had
rates which were generally well above the
statewide rate in Fall 1982 -- Contra Costa, 10.4;
San Francisco, 9.9; and San Mateo, 8.3 -- while
central California counties ranging from Butte,
Fresno, and Merced (each 2.4) to Kern (2.7) all
had rates well belOw the statewide average
except for Yolo, where the Davis campus of the
University is located.

The five counties with the largest numbers of
high school graduates in,1981-82 (Los Angeles,
Orange, San Diego, Santa Clara, and Alameda,
with 57 percent of all graduates in California)
all had rates above the statewide average, which
suggests that size and diversity of the population
are also related to probability of enrollment in
the University. Rates for three other counties in
which University campuses are located were 7.7
for Santa Barbara, 5.0 for Riverside, and 6.3 for
Santa Cruz. The latter two campuses enrolled
the smallest number of rust-time freshmen from
California in Fall 1982 among all eight general
campuses while Santa Barbara enrolled one of
the largest.

STATE UNIVERSITY PARTICIPATION

County rates for the State University in Fall
1982 ranged around the ltatewide rate of 9.0

from a high of 14.0 for San Francisco and Ma-
dera Counties to lows of 3.4 for Imperial and 3.8
for Tulare Counties. Other counties with high
rates were Fresno (13.6) and-Butte (13.1), both of
which had low University participation rates in
1982 and where high school graduates tend to
enroll at local State University campuses. Ma-
dera is adjacent to Fresno County, and gradu-
ates from its high schools tend to enroll at the
State University campus in Fresno, with few
going to the more distant campus of the Uni-
versity. Sonoma County had a low rate of 4.4
despite its campus of the State University. Its
rate was scarcely higher than its University rate
of 4.2, although the nearest University campus
is in Alameda County. Other counties with low
State University rates were Riverside, Santa
Barbara, and Santa Cruz, where University
campuses are located, and Monterey, San Joa-
quin, Placer, and Shasta, where no public four-
year institutions are located.

COMMUNITY COLLEGE
PARTICIPATION

California counties varied widely around the
statewide Community College participation rate-
of 42.8. Among the 20 counties with the largest
numbers of high school graduates, four had rates
below 40 in Fall 1982, all of them representing a
decrease from Fall 1981 and earlier years_
These four counties are San Diego, 35,7: Fresno,
39.2; San Francisco, 37.2; and Sonoma, 37.9

Several counties experienced significant in-
creases in rates between Fall 1981 and Fall
1982, in most cases reversing an earlier trend.
For example, Alameda County had an increase
in rate from 37.6 to 41.9, with relatively large
increases at Laney and Ohlone Colleges.- The
San Bernardino rate increased from 45.2 to 48.4,
with large increases on both campuses of the San
Bernardino Community College District. Santa
Barbara County also showed a significant
increase -- from 51.2 to 55.3 at Santa Barbara
City College. Still others had rates which were
approximately equalin Fall 1981 and Fall 1982,
for example, Orange, Contra Costa, and Ventura
Counties.
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INDEPENDENT
INSTITUTION PARTICIPATION

Counties with the highest rate of enrollmerit in
independent colleges and universities in Fall
1982 were Los Angeles (4.4), San Francisco and
Santa Clara (4.3), Sari Mateo (4.1), Marin (4.0),
and Napa (6.71..-the latter attributable to the
large enrollment of local students at Pacific Un-
ion College in Angwin. The 'largest counties
with rates of 2.0 or below are Kern (1.5), Riv-
erside (1.8), Sacramento and Tulare (1.2), and
Sonoma (2.0). These and other counties with
relatively low rates tend also to have few fresh- peared to increase for both men and women to
men enrolled at the University. In contrast, San ----8-.1Nand 9.1 percent, respectively, although 1981
Francisco Bay Area counties had relatively data were somewhat unreliable for this segtnerit.
large percentages enrolled at both.. the Uni-
versity and independent institutions.

Berkeley and Santa CruA the two University
campuses closest to Santa Clara Countyi, en-
rolled about the same numbers of freshmen from
the county in 1981 and 1982; while the San Di-
ego and Santa Barbara campuses both had more
freshmen, and those in Los Angeles and Orange
County had fewer from it: Abo1.it 13 percent of
the Santa Clara County school graduates- in
1980-81 were Hispanic, but their percentages in
the distribution of University freshmen declined
between 1981 and 1982 from 4.8 to 4.4 for men
and 3.5 to 2.4 for women. Percentages of His-
panics in the State University distributions ap-

COUNTY CHANGS,`
BETWEEN 1981 AND 1982

V.
While statewide participation fates did not
change between 1981 and 1982 for either the
University or the State University, changes
occurred in several counties -- some gains and
losses for both segments and others for just one.

Santa Clara County
For 1981-82 graduates of Santa Clara unty
schools, the University participativ ra de-
creased from 8.3 to 7.8 (both below th4 statew e

rate), while the State Universrey rate increased
to 14 percent. The drop in the numbeebf Uni-
versity freshmen (19) was small because of the 6
percent increase in the number of the county's
high school graduates between 1981 and 1982.

However, freshmen attending the .State Uni-
versity increased by 252 (14 percent). The in-
crease of 300 in freshmen enrolling at San Jose
State from Santa Clara County stools was 29

percent -- the same percentage by which the to-
tal enrollment of first-time freshmen increased
on that campus between Fall 1981 and Fall
1982. On the other hand, the San Diego and San
Luis Obispo eaMpuses of the State University,
both of which had attracted large percentages of
students from Santa Clara in 1981, had signif-
icantly fewer such students in Fall 1982. Thus,
Santa Clara County students enrolling for the
first time in the State University in 1982 ap-
peared more likely than in 1981 to enroll at San
Jose State, which accounted for 66 pe rcent of the
county's freshmen enrolling in State University
campuses that fall.
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No Community College rate has been obtained
for Santa Clara County for Fall 1982 because of
incomplete enrollment data from one district.
The 33.0 rate obtained for Fall 1981 is believed
to be a serious underestimate of the percentage
of Santa Clara County high school graduates
enrolling in the 7 Community Colleges in that
County.

Sacramento County
College-going rates for both the University and
the State University decreased between Fall.
1981 and 1982 for graduates of Sacramento
County schools -- from 4.6 to 4.0 and from 9.4 to
8.6, respectively, while the number of high
school graduates remained the same. Thus, in
1982, Sacramento rates for both the segments
were below the statewide rates, in spite of the
prOximity of the University campus at Davis and
the State University in Sacramento. The de-
creases amounted to 65 fewer students (15
percent) enrolling in the University and 73 stu-
dents (8 percent) in the State University. In
each segment, local campuses had the largest
losses. The Davis campus of the University,
which enrolled 47 percent of. the University
freshmen from Sacramento County in Fall 1981,
had 18 percent fewer such students in Fall 1982.
The Sacramento campus of the State University,
which enrolled 79 percent of that segment's
freshmen from Sacramento County in Fall 1981,
had 11 percent fewer such students in Fall 1982.
The San Diego campuses of both segments
increased their intake of Sacramento County
students in Fall 1982 over 1981, but numbers
were small in all instances.

While the Sacramento County participation rate
in the University was lqwer for Fall 1982 than
Fall 1981, the percentages of ethnic minorities
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in the distribution of 4eshmen-Increased co..F.,%,
both Black and.Hispanic men and women while
decreasing for Asian men. Increases in numbers
were small, as were the total =number of fresh-
men in the University from Sacramento County
(379, out of a pool of 9,555 graduates, or about 32
percent of the group that may have been eligible
for University admission as freshmen). The rate
Of enrollment in the University from private
schools in Sacramento County in Fall 1982 'was
9.8 percent, compared with 3.4 percent fro the
public schools.' Both rates were lower than the
statewide private and public school rates pf 10.2
and 5.0, respectively. The relatively lowipublic
school rate is probably, a function of the large
Black and Hispanic enrollments in the public
schools in Sacramento County, and their larger
representation in local Community Colleges
than' in the four-year segments.

Two of the three-colleges in the Los Rios District
iri Sacramento County had significantly fewer
young first-time freshmen in Fall .1982 than in
Fall 1981. The combined enrollment of such
freshmen at these colleges was 9.6 percent less
in Fall 1982.

Stanislaus County
Both the University and the State University
participation rates increased for Stanislaus
County school graduates between Fall 1981 and
Fall 1982, although both remained below the
statewide rates. In the case of the University,
the rate increased from L6 to 2.6 for the 2,815
graduated in 1981-82, for a gain of 28 students
(from 44 to 72), with most of the increase at the
Davis campus, which enrolled 49 percent of the
Stanislaus County freshmen in Fall 1982.

The 31 percent increase in the State Uniyersity
rate from 5.8 to 7.6 percent was caused by 51

,additional freshmen in Fp.11 1982. 'Forty-six
more freshmen enrolled in the Stahislaus cam-
pus, which accounted for most of Stanislaus
County's statewide increase in the State Uni-
versity. Thus, the 38 percent increase in the
number of first-time freshmen from S,tanislaus
County in the public four-year segments took
place primarily on the campuses, closest to the
students' homes, with relatively little change in
their enrollment on the other 25 campuses in the
two stgrnents.,

The Community, College rate for Stanislaus
County decreased slightly between Fall 1981
and Fall 1982 although the number of new fresh-
men enrolled at Modesto Junior College directly.

k

froth- .highschpirtl remained about the same.
erefore,*the decrease must be attributed to a

smaller number of Stanislaus County graduates
enrolling in Community Colleges outside the
county.

Other Counties
The following brief statements for California's
largest counties illustrate the range of changes
that occurred in University and State Uni-
versity participation rates, between Fall 1981 and
Fall 1982:

Los Angeles County: Although the University
rate decreased and the State University rate
stayed the same, the number of first-time fresh-
men in these two segments increased 4.4 percent
as a result of an increase of 5.6 percent in the
number of high school graduates.

The Community College rate for Los Angeles
County fell for' the first time since 1976, with
decreases in numbers' of youhg -freshmen at
several area colleges noted earlier.

Orange County: Rates increased for both seg-
ments, but the number of State University fresh-
men decreased because of a 2,7 percent decrease
in the number of graduates from Orange County
high schools. The net change in number of fresh',
men in both segments was less than 1 percent.

The 'Community College rate deCreased only
slightly, as did the number of freshmen enroll-
ing directly from high schools in Orange County.

San Diego County: The increase in high school
graduates produced a larger number of Uriiver-
sity freshmen with no change in rates, but the
decrease in rate for and numbers in the State
Univeriity resulted in a small overall net loss.

The Community College rate. for San Diego
County decreased, with fewer first-time fresh-
men at San Diego City and Mesa Colleges.

Alameda County: A 12 percent increase ii State
University freshmen, primarily at San Jose and
Hayward, produced a combined segmental
increase of 6.4 percent, although no change
occurred in the number of University freshmen,
and the number of high school graduates
increased by only 1.1 percent.
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San Bernardino County: A 16.8 percent increase
in the number of University freshmen, primarily
on the Riverside and San Diego campuses, was
accompanied by a 3.3 percent decrease in State
University freshmen, primarily on the &in Ber-
nardino and Pomona campuses, producing a net
overall increase of 2.6 percent, slightly higher
than the increase in high school graduates.

Contra Costa Counter: Virtually no change of
numbers or rates occurred for this county, where
the University rate exceeds that of the State
University.

Riverside County: The small increase in high
school graduates compensated for the decline in
University and State University rates but not
forrthe Community Colleges..

Ventura County: Increased rates for both seg-
ments, together with a 1.1 percent increase in
the number of high school graduates, produced
an increase of 9.4 percent in the number of fresh-
men from Ventura County, primarily on the
Santa Barbara and Los Angeles campuses of the
University. No change was found in the Com-
munity College rate.

San Mateo County: The 2.9 percent increase in
high school graduates was accompanied by vir-
tually no change in the number of University
and,State University freshmen.

22

Fresno County: The rates and numbers of
freshmen enrolled at the University and the
State University all declined, with a net fresh-
man loss of 5.5 percent. Little change took place

in the number of high schoolgraduates.

San Francisco County: Although University
and State University rates both decreased, the
number of their first-time freshmen increased by
5.3 percentjbecause of an 8.0 percent increase in
'high school graduates. The number in the
Community Colleges also increased.

Kern County: Although the number of high
school graduates decreased 4.8 percent, the Uni-
versity's intake increased 11 percent (11 stu-
dents), apparently at the expense of the State
University, which had a decrease of 13 percent
in Kern County. freshmen. The number in the
Community Colleges also decreased.

Santa Barbara County: The 1.2 percent increase
in high school graduates was not large enough to
compensate for a decline in University and State
University rates, leading to a 6.2 percent overall
decrease in the number of freshmen in the two
segments.

Sonoma County: The increase in University and
State University rates produced a 7.9 percent
increase in the number of freshmen in these seg-
ments, compared with a 1.3 percent increase in
the number of high school graduates.
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fr Concluding Comments

STATEWIDE college-going rates did not in-
crease between Fall 1981 and 1982 in three of
the four segments of California higher educa-
tion, after a five-year ileriod of steady increases
in the University and the State University.t
However, the larger number of high school grad-
uates in 1981-82 produced larger numbers of
first-time freshmen from California high schools
in both the University and the State University,
as well as the Community Colleges.

While statewide and segmental rates remained
the same, county rates and campus enrollments
of rust-time freshmen varied in each segment

I

between Fall 1981 and Fall 1982 and for Fall
1982. Some campuses increased and others lost
freshman enrollments. A few counties had high-
er participation rates for one or more segments
in Fall 1982 than 1981, while others had lower
rates.

This report has not purported to relate changes
in college-going rates among ethnic minority
groups to the offering of outreach and student af-
firmative action programs. Instead, it has pre-
sented data on the .ethnic diStribution of first-
time freshmen in comparison with recent high
school graduates as one measure of the gap
which has not yet been closed for certain groups.
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Appendix A
Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling in Each Segment

of California Higher Education by County and Year,
1974, 1976, 1978, 1980, 1981, and 1982

County Year

Number of
High School
Graduates

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

Total.
Public

Grand
TotalUC CSU

Inde-
pendent.

Los Angeles 1974 90,817 5.7% 8.6%

_CCC,

38.5%` - 52.8% --
1976 88,607 6.0 .9.7 36.1 - 51.8
1978 83,753 6.4 10.8 41.3 4.3% 58.5 62.8%
1980 79,389 6.5 10.5 41.9 4.8 58.9 63.7
1981
1982

v 72,747
fr

76,814
7.4
7.2

10.7
10.7

45.1
41.0

4.2
4.4

63.3
58.9

67.5
63.3

r

Orange 1974 25,206 5.3 7.7 45.3 - 58.3 -
r

r 1976 27,200 5.2 7.9 46.1 59.2 -
1978 26,558 5.5 8.5 42.5 2.7 56.5 59.2

g 1980 25,342 6.2 10.0 50.4 2.5 66.6 69.1
1981 26,319 6.7 10.2 47.3 3.1 64.3 67.4
1982 25,604 7.1 10.4 46.6 3.3 64.1 67.4

San Diego 1974 20,456 5.0 6.6 40.9 52.5
197 6 19,547 5.4 6.3 46.4 -- 58.1

_ 1978 21,323 6.1 6.6 42.5 3.6 55.2 58.8
1980 20,553 6.0 8.8 45.7 3.3 60.5 63.8
1981 20,099 6.9 7.8 39.5 3.5 54.2 57.7
1982 20,582 6.9 7.4. 35.7 3.6 50.0 53.6

.

Santa Clara 1974 17,430 5.8 10.4 39.7 - 55.9
1976 17,856 5.5 10.2 39.3 55.0 a
1978 18,249 6.4 10.1 33.6 3.5 50.1 53.6
1980 16,643 7.5 11.0 34.6 , 3.9 53.1 57.0
1981 15,827 8.3 11.1 33.0 4:1 52.5 56.8
1982 16,739 7.8 12.0 (33.0)* 4.3 52.8 57.1

. Alameda 1974 14,167 7.2 9.2 40.2 - 56.
1976 14,355 6.4 8.9 42.4 4.K: 57.7 --
1978 14,023 7.2 8.9 39.2 4 2.7 55.3 58.0
1980 12,862 7.7 9.1 35.2 2.3 52.0 54.3
1981 12,148 7.9 9.1 37.6 2.5 54.6 57.2
1982 12,278 7.8 10.1 41.9 2.1 59.8 61.9

r f
San 1974 10,230 '2.7 4.7 40.6 - 48.0.,
Bernardino 1976 10,525 2.9 5.5 39.9 ... 48.3

1978 9,899 2.9 6.3 39.2 2.7 48.4 51.1

1980 9,687 3.0 7.5 41.4 2.1 51.9 54.0
1981 9,611 3.0 7.3 45.2 2.7 55.4 58.1

1982 9,836 3.5 6.9 48.4 2.5 58.8 61.3
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County Year
High
Number of

School
Qraduatess

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

Total
Public

Grand
TotalUC " CSP. CCC

lnde-
pendent.

1 Sacramento 1974 :11,106 3.3% 6.6% 42.1% 52.0

1976 10,774 3.5 . 6.0 42.1 - 51.6 --

1978 10,812 3.7 6.7 42.0 2.3% 52.4 54.7%

1980 9,651 4.8 8.7 47.1 1.9 60.6 62.5

1981 9,586 4.6 9.4 45.2 2.0 59.2 61.2

1982 9,555 4.0 8.6 40.7 2.0.. 53,3 55.3

Contra COsta 4 974 9,884 9.0 8.0 ..43.9 61.3

1976 - 9,593 8.7 7.3 44,7 60.7 . --

1978 9,489 9.Z 7.6 46.2 3.2 63.0 66.2

1980 8,847 10.0 9.0 46.5 3.0 65.5 68.5

1981 8,734 10.5 8.0 44.7 u 3.3 63.2 66.5

1982 8,768 10.4 8.0 44.9 2.6 63.3 65.9

Riverside 1974 6,415 5.1 3.3 38.2 46.6

1976 6,777 5.0 3.6 35.8 44.4

1978 6,857 4.8 4.1 35.8 2.0 44.7 46.7

, 1980 6,728 5.1 4.8 44.5 1.8 54.4 56.2

1981 6,831 5. 4.9 46.8 1.9 56.7 . 58.6

1982 6,961 5.0 4.8 41.4 ' 1.8 51.2 53.0

Ventura 1974 6,492 3.4 4.2 46.3 .... 53.9

1976 7,099 3.7 3.8 44.5 52.0. --

1978 6,953 3.6 4.9 44.6 3.9 53.1 57.0

1980 , 6,846 4.7 439
.3

50.7 3.2 60.3 63.5

1981 6,739 4.3 5.6 45.5 2.8 55.4 58.3

1982 6,820 4.9 5.8 45.5 2.1 ,, 56.2 , 58.3

40,

San Mateo 1974 8,131* 7.0 7.8 42.9 - 57.7

1976 8,060 6.5 7.1 43.4 -- 's 57.0

1978 7,462 7.8 7.2 40.1 4.2 55.1 59.3

1980 6,970 8.8 - 8.1 (39.1) 3.9 56.0 59.9

1981 6,314 8.4 9.0 31
1982 6,497 8.3 8.6 4.1

Fresno 1974 6,638 2.1 12.6 42.7 ... 57.4 --

1976 6,570 1.4 i 2.2 42.2 - 55.8

1978 6,629 2.0 1,2.1 39.4 2.1 53.5 55.6

--, 1980 6,603 2.2 14.6 39.7 1.5 56.5 5,8:0

1981 6,256' 2.7 14.3 1.4

1982 6,284 2.4 13:6 39.2 2.1 55.2 57.3

San 1974 6,763,s, 7.9 10.7 39.2 57.8

Francisco 1976 6,467 8.2 12.2 38.8 59.2

1978 5,868 9.0 i 14.6 42.0 5.6 65.6 71.2

1980 5,392 9.2 13.5 42.7 6.8 65.4 e. 72.2

1981 4,979 10.2 14.3 39.3 3.9 63.8 67.7

1982 5,378 9.9 14.0 37.2 4.3 61.1, 65.4
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Coup-Cy Year

Number of
High School

raduateu

Kern 1974 6 4,841
1976 4,744
1978 4,753
1980 4,561
1981 4,283
1982 4,077

Santa 1974 4,398
Barbara 1976 4,489

. 1978 4,059
1980 3,800
1981 3,546
1982 3,589

Sonoma 1974 3,518
1976 3,565
1978 3,626
1980 3,436
1981 3,423
1982 3,466

Marin 1974 3,466
1976 3,339
1978 3,459
1980 3,148
1981 , 3,270.
1982 2,983

San Joaquin 1974 4,116
1976 4,121
1978 4,141
1980 3,805
1981 3,183
1982 3,716

'Tulare} 1974 2,554
1976 2,721
1978 2,649
1980 2,790
1981 2,983
1982 2,743

Stanislaus 1974 2,862
1976 2,771
1978 2,792
1980 ' 34,277

1981 2,805 .

1982 2,815

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

Inde- Total Grand
UC CCC pendent_ Public- Total

, 2.3% 6.9%
2.0 6.7
2.0 6.6
3.4 6.5
2. 7.4
2.7 6.7

5.2 4.4
5.7 4.2 -

5.9 4.8
7.4 5.2
8.2 5.4
7.7 4.9

1.9 3.4
2.b 2.9
3.0 3.3
3.4 4.3
4.0 4.1

4.2 4.4

10.2 7.7
10.0 7.7
11.9 8.0
13.6 8.8
13.0 777

12.6 8.0

3.4 3.6
2.2 3.0
3.0 2.9
3.3 3.4.
4.0 4.6
3.5 4.6

1.4 3.4
1.8 2.9
1.4 2.4
1.6 4.0
1.6 3.8
1.3 3.8

1.4 5.1
1.9 4.7
1.4 5.6
1.1 5.7
1.6 5.8
2.6 7.6 :
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44.2%
47.7 .

--
--

53.4%
56.4

46.2 2.2% 54.8
(46.2)- , 1.7 56.1
44.7 2.8 54.4
.40.4 1.5 49.8 -

47.7 57.3
49.8 ... 59.7
47.3 4.7 58.0
53.9 3.0 66.5
51.2 2.9 64.8
55.3 2.4 67.9

43.7 49.0
47.0 51.9
40.7 2.5 47.0
44.6 1.9 52.3
44.0 2.1 52.0
'17.9 2.0 46.5

43.4 61.3
49.3 67.0
40.2 4.5 60.1
40.3 5.3 62.7
40.6 3.7 61.3

(40.6)# 4.0 61.2

45.5 "" 52.5
56.8 -- ° 62.0
50.0 3.5 55.9
59.3 5.7 66.0
61.0 4.5 69.6
47.6 , 3.4 55.7

48.6 53.4
46.4 51.1
48.2 1.5 52.0 4

49.1 1.4 54.7
40.8 1.4 46.2
46.9 1.2 52.0

,.

39.1 45.6
44.6 51.2
34.0 2.3 41.0
35.1 1.7 41.9
45.3 2.1 52.6
43.3 1.8 53.5

sae

57.0%
57.8
57.2
51.3

1,
62.7
69.5
67.8
70.3

--
49.5
54.2
53.9
48.5

--
64.6
68.0
65.0
65.2

--
59.4
71.7
74.1
59.1

53.5
56.1
47.3
53.2

-
43.3
43.6
54.9
55.3
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CQunty

Solano

Monterey

I IP'
Santa Cruz

Placer

Merced

Shasta'

Butte

i

14,-1,.-!1-,--77;-7--.-k?,2F1,..F7.--,-777;

Feral Made Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

High School
Year Grad uqess LS

1974
1976
1978
1980
1981
1982

2,542
2,578
2,469
2,782
2,794
2,755

4.3
3.8
4.3
5.4
4,7
4.4

%'

1974 3,006 4.8
1976 3,125 4.9

1978 3,064 4.8

1980 2,836 6.0

1'981 '2,686 6.0

1982 2,803 5.5

1974 2,022 1, ' 4.4
1976 2,117 5.3

1978 1,964 .. 5.6
1980 1,986 _5.8

1981 2,057 4.6
1982 2,032 6.3

I

1974 1,589 2.0
1976 1,675 '.L8
1978 1,838 2.1

1980 1807 3.7
1981 2.4
1982

:2,002
'`1,863 .

.7

1974 1,818 201

1.976 1,853 1.6

1978 ot 1,891 2.5

1980 4 .1,790 2-3

1981 1,808 2.3

1982 1,564 2.4

1974 1,368 1.5

1976 1,399 1.1

1978 1,537 1.3

1980 1,520 1.6

1981 . 1,533 1.6

1982 1,587 2.8

1974 1,462 1.9

1976 1,424 2.0
1978 1,356 2.6
1980 1,473 3.0

1981 1,491 2.9
1982 1,492 1.8

CCU CCC

Inde-
pendent-

2:4%
2.1

-1.8
1.4

Total
Public

Grand.
Total

4.8%
5.6
5.4
5.6
5.0
5.7

39!6%
42.7
41.0
40.3
39.2
41.8

48.7%
52.1
50.7
51.3
48.9
51.9

--

53.1%
53.4
50.7
53.3

5.4 58.4 ,68.6
5.0 57.9 67.8
3.9 56.7 3.0 65.4 68.4
4.7 50.3 3.3 61.0 64.3

5,6 46.3 4.0 58.0 62,1

4.0 46.1 3.4 55.6 59.0

3,0 40.6 ..,.. 48.0
2.9 39.6 47.8
5.3 39.8 3.4 50.7 54.1

_ 4.5 48,1 5.3 58.4 63.7

5.3 46.6 2.6 56.4 58.9

4.8 42.4 3.5 53.5 57.0.

3.7 39.1 44.8
3.1 41.1 46.0
3.8 36.5 o 1.4 42.4 43.8
3.1 48.5 1.3 55.3 56.6
4.6 44.4 1.4 51.5 53.0
4.9 38.4 1.4 46.0 .47.4

4.1 58.1 -, 4.2
5.6 52.5 - 59.7
5.2 51.6 1 .2 59.3 60.5
7.3 59.3 0.9. 68.9 69.8

6.3 55.4 1.4 64.0 65.4
7.4 56.6 1.0 66.4 : 67.4

2.0 52.8 56.3

2.2 55.7 - 59.0 --
2.0 55.0 1.4 58.3 59.7
3.2 (55.0) 1.7 59.8 61.5

3.3 1.3

4.0 42.7 1.2 49.5 50.7

13.3 38.9 54.1

9.8 34.5 46.3
11.4 39.2 1.8. 53.2 55.0

13.1 42.2 1.7 , 58.3 60.0

13.3. 45.3 2.4 61.5 63.9

13.1 (45.3)* 1.7 c 60.2 61.9
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Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

High School Inde- Total Grand
Year . grads. atess UC CSU CCC pendent. Public Total

San Luis 1974 , 1,560 1.8% 113% 37.7% 50.8%
Obispo 1976 1,557 2.1 10.1 45.6 -- 5'7.8

1978 1,356 1.9 10.0 45.6 2.1% 57.5 59.6%
1980 1,586 1.8 8.1 46.9 1.5 56.8 58.3
1981 1,359 3.2 9.9 49.3 1.5 62.5 63.9
1982 1,482 2.8 8.5 42.6 1.5 53.9 55.4

Imperial 1974 1,259 2.9 2.9 46.3 52.1 ...

1976 1,241 2.6 . 3.2 48.0 _ 53.8 --
1978 1,348 1.9 3.2 41,8 1 .3 48.9 50.2
1980 1,312 2.0 3.5 48.3 1.4 . 53.8 55.2
1981 1,357 3.1 3.3 38.5 1.4 44.9 46.3
1982 1,306 2.5 3.4 52.8 2.3 58.7 61.0

Yolo 1974 1,411 8.9 10.6 30.8 50.3
1976 1,259 10.2 9.8 35.1 55.1
1978 1,248 12.0 10.9 34.6 1.9 57_S 59.4
1980 1,315 11.6 9.3 30.9 1.3 51.8 53.1
1981 -1,280 -11.6 9.5 35,7 1 .3 56.8 58.1
1982 1,259 12.1 9.5 33.8 1.7 55.4 57.1

Humboldt 1974 1,601 1.3 9.2 31.6 42.1
1976 1,448 1.3 7.4 34.3 43.0
1978 1,422 2.0 8.2 32.3 1.5 42.5 44.0
1980 1,328 2.3 9.9 (30.2) 1.5 42.4 43.9
1981 .1,199 2.6 10.0 45.6 1.3 ,S8.2 59.5
1982 1,171 3.1 10.0 37.7 1.4 50.8 52.2

Napa 1974 1,294 3 2.9 57.7 -- 64.2
1976 1,297 4.1 3.5 48.7 56.3 ....

1978 1,275 4.4 4.1 51.8 6.4 60.3 66.7
1980 1,276 5.3 4.8 (51.8) 8.2 61.9 70.1
1981 1;191 5.0 5.1 6.0
1982 1,212 6.3 4.8 64.4 6.7 75.7 82.4

El Dorado

Mendocino

1974 800 2.4 5.8 294.6 -- 37.8
1976 862 2.8 5.8 35.6 44.2 --
1978 932 3.4 8.7 35.7 1.8 47.8 49.6
1980 916 4.7 8.4 (32.5) 2.4 45.6 48.0
1981 1,014 4.5 7.5 2.8
1982 971 3.7 8.4 38.2 1.0 50.3 51.3

1974 817 1:7 6.6 41.0 49.3
1976 848 2.5 7.4 34.1 -- 44.0
1978 867 2.5 7.0 30.8 2.1 40.3 42.4
1980 828 2.8 7.8 32.6 2.1 43.2 45.3
1981 888 4.1 8.8 46.6 1.5 59.5 60.9
1982 868 3.9 7.4 37.8 1.8 49.1 50.9



County

Kings

Sutter

Madera

Nevada

Tehama

Siskiyou

Yuba

30

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen ill
Number of

High School Inde- Total Grand

Year Gracluatess tl_c_ CSU CCC pendent. Public Total

. .
tb

1974 1,006 1.9'16 6.2% 33.6% 41.7%

1976 943 1.5., 6.6 42.5 50.6

1978 984 1.8 5.1 41.1 2.5% 448.0 50.5%

1980 903 1.6 6.9 43.3 1.9 51.8 53.7-

1981 887 1.9 7.7 44.8 2.1 54.4 56.6

1982 899 1.3 5.9 44.2 . 2.3 51.4 53.7

1974 619 3.2 3.4 49.8 56.4

1976 693 2.2 4.3 50.6 57.1

1978 685 3.2 6.0 .46.9 2.8 56.1 58.9

1980 718 6.0 5.6 51.0 1.4 62.6 64.0

1981 722 1.9 ' 7.2 44.5 0.8 53.6 54.4

1982 676 4.7 5.0 42.9 0 1.0 52.6 53.6

1974 539 2.6 - 11.7 32.5 . -- 46.8

1976 467 1.5 12.2 39.6 -53.3 .

1978 552 2.3 10.9 38.6 3.4' 51.8 55.2

1980 570 1.8 11.9 43.3 3.2 57.0 60.2

1981 711 1.5 8.7 1.5

1982 577 2.1 14.0 47.1 3.1 63.2 66.3

1974 417 2.2 3.8 35.0 41.0

1976- 497 1.2 2.0 36.4 -- 39.6

1978 547 2.2 3.6 33.3 , 2.6 39.1 41.7

1980 536 2.8 4.7 41.6 1.1 49.1 50.2

1981 573 2.6 4.2 42.1 1.6 48.9 50.4

1982 694 4.3 4.2 31.0 1.2 39.5 40.7

1974 / 538 1.7 7.1 41.8 50.6

1976 486 2.3 6.8 44.8 ..... 53.9 --

1978 546 3.3 3.7 41.0 2.0 48.0 50.0

1980 519 1.3 7.3 (41.0) 1.9 49.6 51.5

1981 572 1.6 8.9 1.4

1982 560 1.6 6.6 45.5 1.4 53.7 55.1 .

1974 571 1.9 4.6 37.3 43.8

1976 524 1.5 4.6 42.2 .... 48.3 -- .

1978 . - 525 1.2 7.0 46.1 1.3 54.3 55.6

1980 '532 2.4' 5.4 (41.3) 0.6 49.1 49.7

1981 503 2.0 i, 5.4 1.6

1982 508 2.4 5.3 55.3 112 63.0 64.2

1974 584 17 2.6 54.1 58.4

1976 516 1.4 1.7 61.0 64.1'

1978 485 0.8 3.9 57.1 2.1 61.8 63.9

.- 1980 502 1.6 3.2 50.0 1.8 54.8 56.6

1981 485 2.5 3.7 48.7 3.5 54.9 57.3

1982 490 1.8 3.3 40.0 1.0 45.1 46.1



County

t Tuolumne

Lake

Lassen

ihr Calaveras

Glenn

Plumes

San Benito

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
Number of

High School
Year Gracluatess UC CSU CCC

1974
1976

368 2.5%. 6.3% 32.9%
363 1.4 8.3 39.9

1978 374 2.4 8.3 28.3
1980 420 4.0 6.7 39.8
1981
1982

383 1.8 4.7 44.1
399 3.8 4.0 4 48.6

, 1974\ 304 2.3 6.3 41.1
1976. 305 2.3 6.6 42.6
1978
1980

354 2.0 3.4 43.8
376 2.9 7.7 36.7

1981 376 1.9 5.3 44.4
1982 403 2.0 . 6.0 41.4

1974 289 1.0 3.1 37.0
1976 284 1.4 2.5 54.9
1978 302 1.3 5.0 51.3
1980 273 1.7 2.6 (52.3)
1981 297 2,0 3.4 45.8
1982 300. 1,7 4.0 44.0

1974 207 1.0 1.4 32.8
1976 222 1.8 7.2 37.4
1978 247 1.3 6.5 37.7
1980 323 1.9 9.6 32.5
1981 289 1.0 7.6 40.8
1982 293 4.4 8.2 33.1

1974 303 4.0/ 9.2 22.8
1976 344 L7 10.8 31.7
1978 309 3.2 9.1 23.9
1980 299 5.7 9.4 45'5
1981. 286 2.1 7.7 48.6'
1982 322 4.0 8.1 21.4

1974 243 0.4 11.5 34.6
1976 255 1.6 7.8 29.8
1978 .252 0.0 11.1 34.5
1980 277 1.1 9.0 36.4
1981 230 4.6 6.8 48.9
1982 76/2 2.2 5.1 27.9

1974 254 3.2 7.1. 44.9
1976 276 2.2 8.7 45.3
1978 256 3.5 9.4 44.5
1980 - 246 2.8 6.1. 41.9
1981 259 3.5 7.3 44.0
1982 233 3.9 3.4 40.3

+1::"...,,;1.-4=1. gr41300r;-.6 14*;atref4-,-.4

3 6

inde-
pendent.

Total
Public

Grand
Total

4.2%
3.3

41.7%
49.6
39.0
50.5

42.2%
53.8

1.8 50.6 52.4
1.8 56.4 '58.2

49.7
51.5

1.1 49.2 50.3
. 1.1 47.3 48.4

2.1 51.6 53.7
1.0 49.4 50.4

-- 41.1
58.8 ...-

1.0 57.6 58.6
1.5 55.6 57.1

11.1 .1.2 643
0.3 49.7 50.0

35.2
06.4 --..

4.0 45.3 49.3
0.9 44.0 44.9
0.7 49.5 50.2
1.4, 45.7 47.1

36.0
44.2

2.6 36.2 38.8
0.3 60.6 60.9
1.4 58.4 59.8
1.6 33.5 35.1

46.5 --
-- 39.2
0.4 45.6 46.0
1.4 46.5 47.9
2.9 60.3 63.6
1.1 35.2 36.3

55.2
56.2

5.1 57.4 62.5
- 9.3 50.8 60.1

5.8 56.8 62.5
4.3 47.6. 51.9
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County Year

Number of
High School
Graduates

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

Total
Public

Grand
TotalLS C$L1 CCC

inde-
pendent.

,..

lnyo ,1974 299 4.4% 8.4% 30.1% 42.9%

1976 270 1,. 5.2 7.0 31.8 44.0

1978 281 3.9. 6.8 31.3 1.15 42.0 43.1%

1980 , 227 2.6 6.6 40.1 9.3 49.3 58.6

1981 216 3.2 10.2 36.6. 1.9 50.0 51.8

1982 267 2.2 8.2 27.3 , 5.6 37.7 43.3

Amador 1974 153 3.9 10.4 29.4 43.7 --

1976 183 ' 1.6 4.9 50.8 57.3

1978 239 1.3 8.8 30.1 1.7 40.2 41.9

1980 223 3.1 6.3 31.4 1.3 40.8 42.1

1981 197 2.5 8.1 34.0 4.1 44.6 48.7

1982 226 1.8 6.2 24.3 4.0 32.3 36.3

Del Norte 1974 249 0.4 7.2 25.7 33.3

1976 241 1.6 8.3 32.0 ..... 41.9,

1978 201 2.0 7.0 24.4 0.5 33.4 33.9

1980 184 0.5 8.1 (26.3) 0.5 34.9 35.4

1981 197 1.0 7.1 y 1.0

1982 218 .0.9 8.7 25.2 0.0 34_8 34.8

,

TOTAL** I 1974 289,714 5.1 7.6 41.3 54.0

1975 293,941 5.3 7.5 411 55.9

1976 289,454 5.1 7.8 41.7 54.6

1977 285,360 5./ 8.0 43.3 3.6 56.5 60.1

1978 283,841 5.5 8.4 4114 3.4 55.3 58.7

1980 270,971 6.0 9.0 43.0 3.5 58.0 61.5

1981 260,229 6.4 9.0 42.1 3.3 57.6 60.8

1982 265,924 6.4 9,,0 1 42,8 12 58.2 61.4

* Rates are for Fall 1981,.since 1982 data are not yet available.

**Percents were not calculated for Colusa, Trinity, Modoc, Mariposa, Mono, Sierra. and Alpine Counties because of the

small numbers of high school graduates. However, data for these counties are included- in the "Total" figures.
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Appendix B
Ethnic Distribution of 1981 Graduates of Public California High Schools.

and 1982 First-Time Freshmen at the University of California,
the Cat rnia State University, and the'California Community Colleges,

by County and Sex, in Percent

Segment Sex Number

4

Ethnic Group' Ethnic
Data

Missing
American

Indian Asian Filipino Black Hispanic White

Los HS M 31,155 0.3% 6.6% 1.0% 116% 22.4% 56.1% 0.0%
Angeles F 33,489 0.3 6.1- 0.9 15.5 22_6 54.6 0.0.

UC M 2,642 0.8 21.2 2.9 5.3 10.2 59.6 2.9
F 2,895 0.4 19.0 3.5 9.9 8.5 58.7 2.0

CSU M o 3,584 0.8 13.7 2.3 8.5 15.6 59.1 3.3
F 4,609 0.6 12.7 2.6 14.7 .16.5 52.9 3.2

CCC M 15,550 1.0 6.3 1.8 16_9 22.0 52.0 6.5
F 15,941 1.0 4.5 1.6 19.9 21.8 51.2 5.9

Orange HS M 12,334 0.8 5.8 0.3 1.7 16.9 80.5 0.0
F 12,472 0.8 5.9 0.3 1.7 10.2 81.1 0.0

UC M 880 0.5 22_5 1_8 .0.6 3.3 71.3 2.8
F 945 0.6 16.8 1.1 1.1 3.9 76.5 3.3

CSU M 1,235 0.9 9.7 1.4 0.8 5.8 81.4 2.2
F 1,439 0.7 8.5 0.9 1.4 5.3 83.2 2.1

CCC M 5,672 2.0 6.6 0.9 1.5 9.4 79.6 2.4
F 5,771 1.8 4.2 0.6 1.5 9.8 82.1

San Diego HS M 9,271 0.5 - 3.9 2.6 5.8 13.9 73.3 0.0
F 9,774 0.6 3.6 2.2 6.5 12.9 74.2 0.0

UC M 655 0.3 8.3 83 1.7 5.8 75.6
F 764 0.1 7.1 8.0 4.2 477 75.9 2.1

CSU 717 0.3 9.9 6.7 3.4 9.5 70.2 2.2
F 798 0.7 7.0 5.3 4.4 8.2 74.4 2.1

CCC M 3,465 1.7 4.4 3.2 6.6 14.5 69.6 1.3-
F 3,670- 1.2 3.3 3.7 6.7 15.4 69.7 1.2



County. Segment Sex Number

Ethnic-Group Ethnic
Data

Missing
American

indian Asian Filipino Black Hispanic White

Santa HS M 7,108 0.4% 8.1% 1.8% 4.9% 13.1% 71.7% 0.0%

Clara F 7,314 0.5 6.9 1.7 4.4 13.4 73.1 0.0

UC M 623 0.5 16.6 1.2 1.0 4.8 72.5 2.6

F 677 0.5 12.8 2.0 1.2 2.4 76.1 1.9

CSU M 957 0.6 13.3 3.9 2.5 8.1 72.4 5.3

F 1,057 0.7 10.1 3.0 2.8 9.1 76.0 3.8

CCC M
F

Alameda HS M 5,300 0.8 6.7 2.3 17.7 11.4 61.1 0.0

F 5,588 0.8 6.8 2.5 19.2 10.9 59.8 0.0

UC M 450 0.5 19.9 5.8 9.3 7.4 57.1 1.6

F 502 0.0 20.4 5.4 12.8 4.3 57.1 0.4

CSU M 529 1.2 14.1 4.2 12.1 8.8 59.6 6.0

F 705 0.9 9.5 3.9 21.1 9.6 55.0 3.5

CCC M 2,460 2.5 7.9 3.2 22.9 10.2 53.3 1.5

F 2,690 1.9 4.9 3.5 26.5 10.4 52.8 0.7
,

San HS 4,567 0.5 1.5 0.1 - 6.3 17.9 73.7 0.0

Ber-
nardino

4,561 0.3 1.2 0.9 6.8 16.2 74.6 0.0

UC 167 0.6 /7.6 0.0 3.§. 11.5 76.5 3.0

F 173 1.2 9.8 2.5 4.1° 9.8 72.4 1.7

CSU M 310 1.0 7.1 0.7 3.4 1 '1.9 75.9 4.5

F 366 0.6 2.1 0.6 6.4 11.5 78.8 6.0

CCC M 1,957 2.7 1.9 0.3 9.9 21.2 64.0 3.6

F 2,154 3.3 1.4 0.4 10.6 20.0 64.3 2.3

Sacra- HS M 4,299 1.5 6.5 0.9 10.7 8.7 71.7 0.0

mento F 4,460 1.3 6.8 1.1 11.2 8.9 70.7 0.0

UC M 186 0.0 1.7 7.9 7.9 68.4 2.1

F 193 0.0 7.1 0.5 10.7 7.5 64.2 1.5

CSU M 348 0.3 5.1 0.9 4.5 4.2 85.0 3.2

F 478 1.1 4.7 1.1 6.0 4.7 82.4 2.3

CCC M 1,820 1.1 7.2 1.3 14.4 8.1 67.8 3.4

F 1,850 0.6 4.9 1.2 14.4 8.8 70.1 '2.8



Ethnic Group Ethnic
American Data

- County Segment Sex Number Indian Asian Filipino ()lack Hispanic White Missing

Contra HS M 4,068 0.3% 4.0% 0.9%
Costa F 4,163 0,3 . 3.2 1.1

UC M 439 0.2 12.7 2.4
3 F 472 0.2 13.2 2_9

CSU M 298 0.4 5.9 0.7
F 401 0.8 4.0 1.3

CCC M 1,985 0.9 5.1 0.3
F 1,922 0.6 4.2. 0.2

Riverside HS M 3,040 0.7 1.0 0.3
F 3,431 0.6 1.5 0.2

UC M 170 1.2 6.9 3.1
F 180 0.0 4.7 0.0

CSU M 173 1.2 1.2 0.0
159 2.7 0,7 1.4

CCC M 1,308 2.2 1.7 0.7
1,528 2.0 1.3 0.7

Ventura HS M 3,108 1.3 3.0 1.4
F 3,185 1.6 2.5 1.3

UC M
F

170 0.6 3.0 5.5
161 0.7 11.5 4.5

CSU M 163 0.0 7.9 0.0
F 1.3 5.3 1.8

CCC

F

2.1 2.5 0.7
2.1 2.1 0.9

San Mateo HS M 2,751 0.6 7.4 3.3
F 2,941 0.2 7.3 3.7

UC M 243 0.4 16.7 4.3
298 0.4 18.9 2.5r

CSU M
F

CCC M
F

244 . 0.5 16.0 2.3
314 1.0 14.0 3.2

40

- 8.4%
8.9

6.1%
5.8

80.3%
80.7

0.0%
0.0

2.4 3.9 78.4 2.5
6.2 2.2 75.3 2.5

4.4 3.0 85.6 7.7
9.7 3.7 80.5 4.5

10.6 5.7 76.4 3.9
11.5 7.5 76.0 3.2

6.7 18.9 72.4 0.0
6.1 20.7 70.9 0.0

5.0 10.0 73.8 2.9
6.5 12.9 75.9 2.8

8.0 12.4 77.1 5.2
4.1P 10.3 80.8 5.6

8.6 18.9 2.4
8.1 18.2 69.7 1.0

1.7 15.9 76.7 0.0
2.5 16.1 76.0 0.0

.1.2 9.1 80.6 2.3
1.3 9,6 72.4 1.2

0.7 11.8. 79.6 4.9
1.8 6.3 83.5 a 1.7

1.7 16.8 76.2 1.2

3.5 18.3 73.1 L4

4.9 10.2 73.6 0.0
5.3 10.5 73.0 0.0

1.3 3.8 73_5 2.5
1.4 4.3 72.5 2.3

4.6 5.9 70.7 5.3
3.5 4.2 74.1 5.7
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County Segment Sex

Kern HS

UC

American
Number Indian

Fresno HS M 2,918. 0.5%
F 3,089 0.5

74 0.0
74 0.0

CSU M 368 0.3
F 485 1.1

CCC M 1,201 2.0
F 1,162 1.7

San HS M 1,544 -(0..6
Francisco F 1,302 0.3

UC M 239 0.5
294 0.0

CSU M 327 0.0
424 0.3

CCC M 934 0.2
F 902 0.3

2,095 ,1.3

2,034 1.2

UC M 48 0.0
63 1.7

CSU Nt 112 0.9
F 161 0.0 2.0

CCC M 790 2.3
F 798 2.0

Santa HS M 1,580 0.2

Barbara 1,666 0.3

UC M 129 0.0

F -149 0.7

CSU M 79 0.0

F 97 0.0

CCC M 921 2.2
F 1,001 1.5

1'

Ethnic Group Ethnic
Data

Asian Filipino Black Hispanic White ryliSsind

-3.45%
2.9

19.7
20.6

7.2
5.4

2.4
1.8

31.0
34.0

43.0
48.3

I
32.0
36.0

38.4
33.0

1.3
1.3

4.3
8.6

0.9

1.2
0.

2.9
2.1

8.1
8.3

1.5
3.8

3.b
2.1

0.5% 5.7% 26.7% 63.2% 0.0%
0.4 5.9 27.8 62.5 0.0

0.0 1..5 13.6 65.2 1.3

2.7 8.2 12.3 56.2 0.0

0.9 4.3 13.5 73.8 2.4
1.6 6.1 19.6 66.2 2.1

0.7 7.8 27.5 59.6 2.9
0.8' 7.3 29.9 58.5 2.5

8.6 25.3 17.3 17.2 0.0

9.4 25.2 14.7 16.4 0.0

5.6 4.2 5.6 41.1.- 2.5
5.6 6.3 6.7 33.1 2.0

9.9 10.9 16.2 31.0 8.9
9.8 17.7 7.4 28.8 9.2

9.8 12.8 13.5 25.3 3.3
13.5 18.6 12.1 22.5 4.2

0.9 7.3 19.4 69.8 0.0
1.0 6.7 19.2 70.6 0.0

4.3 2.1' 4.3 85.0 2.1

3.5 3.5 10.3 72.4 4.8

2.8 1.9 18.7 74.8 3.6
1.4 8.8 11.6 76.2 4.3

1.0 6.6 17.5. 71.4 0.5

1.5 7.8 16.9 71.5 0.7

1.1 3.5 15.3 77.0 0.0
0.5 3.8 17.8 75.5 0.0

0.8 . 0.8 5.6 84.7 2.3

0.7 0.0 6.9 83.4. 1.3

2.9 4.4 5,9 85.3 12.7

0.0 6.3 5.1 84.8 18.5

1.4 - 3.2 15.4 74.8 1.7

1.6 3.3 17.2 74.3 2.4



American
Ethnic Grokig Ethnic

tiata
_ County Segment Number ingian Asian Filipino,. Black.. Hispanic White Missing

Sonoma HS

UC

CSU

CCC

Marin HS

San
Joaquin

UC

CSU

CCC

HS

UC

CSU

CCC

Tulare HS

UC

CSU

CCC

M 1,505 0.7% 1.6% 0.4%
F 1,489 0.4 1. t 0.3

.,

M 55 01) 1.9 1.9
F 90 1.1 10.1 2.3

M 71 0.0 1.5 1.5
F 81 0.0 2.7 1.4

M 587 5.0 1.6 0.7
663 2.1 t.4. Q4

M 1,528 0.1 2.2' 0.8
F 1,397 0.1 1.9 0.8

162 0.0 3.8 0.0
F 214 0.5 5.8 0.5

M 106 0.0 3.1 2.1
F 133 0.9 4.2 0.0

M

M A 1,541 0.5 3.8 2.3
F 1,538 0.4 4,0 2.7

M 57 1.8 27.7 5.6
F 63 - 0.0 20.0 5.7

M 85 0.0 6.6 1.3
F 87 1.1 5.7 2.4

M 350 1.5 4.5 3.8
F 313 1.7 5.3 4.0

M 1,367 1.2 1.2 0.8
F 1,466 1.6 0.9 0.9

T 35 2.9 8,8 0.0

M 41 5.6 2.8 2.8
F 64 1.6 8.1 6.5

M 580 2.7 1.1 0.9
F 653 2.8 1.1 1,4

1.5
4.1

1.9
2.1

5.8
5.1

0.6
1.0

0.0
0.0

5.2
5.8

11.1
1.4

5.3
4.6

7.4
9.1

2.0
1.6

5.'6
6.4

1.9
1.4

6.4% 89.8% 0.0%
6.6 90.0 0.0

1.9 94.3 0.0
7.9 77:5 0.0

3.2 92.3 5.6
5.5 86.3 7.4

4.6 86.2 4.$
3.4 90.6 3.2

1.8 89.3 0.0
1.0 91.1 0.0

1.3 94.2 2.5
1.0 91.2 1.9

2.1 92.7 7.5
. 2.5 92.4 9.8

17.4 70.8 0.0
16.6 70.5 0.0

5.8 48.0 0.0
8.6 64.3 0.0

13.2 73.6 7.0
10.3 75.9 0.0

20.3 62.5 9.1
15.1 64.8 6.8

27.9 66.9 0.0
25.7 69.3 0.0

14.7 73.6 2.9

19.4 63.8 9.7
33.9 43.5 1.6

20.6 72.8 3.6
25.1 68.2 3.2



. .7121.1.14'4171,1.

Ethnic Group
,

Ethnic.
_ .

American
Indian A.114n Filipino

1.7% 2.7% 0.3%
1.0 2.2 0.6

0.0 12.1 3.1

County Segment Sex Number

Stanislaus HS M 1,323
F 1,271

0C T 72

CSU M 80
F 135

CCC M 642
F 582

Solano 1HS 0/1
F

1,275
1,364

UC M 55
F 67

CSU M 78
F 79

CCC M 535
F 597

Monterey HS M 1,229
F 1,221

UC M 72

f 81

CSU M 49
F 63

CCC M 625
F 618

Santa Cruz HS M 827
F 914

UC M 64
F 65

CSU M 47
F 50

CCC M 424
F 421

1.3 2.6 1.3
0.8 4.8 0.8

1.9 2.3 - 0.2
1.4 2.8 0.3

0.4 4.9 of 4.2
0.7 4.6 4.6

0.0 5.7 17.0
0.0 6.3 25.4

1.3 1.3 8.2
0,0 1.4 1.

1.0 4.8 7.3
2.0 4.5 7.5

0.8 6.8 5.6
0.8 6.5 4.1

.0.0 9.1 6.1

0.0 `"5.3 6.6

2.2 19.6 2.2,
0.0 10.2 5.1

0.8 5.5 6.0
1.2 5.2 3.4

0.0 2.9 1.6
0.0 2.7- 1.3

4.7 9.4 0.0
0.0 4.8 1.7

4.6 2.3 0.0
0.0 4.5 0.0

2.9 2.7 2.2
2.9 2.9 0.7

Black AISPanic White
Data

Missing

0.8% 12_9% p1.6% 0.0%
1.4 11.8 83.0 0.0

1.5 9.1 74.2 1,4

0.0 6.5 88.3 2.5
1.6 9.7 823 3.0

0.8 14.2 80.6 4.1

1.6 12.5 81.4 2.1

17.2 9.8 63.5 0.0
16.6 9.4 64.1 0.0

18,9' 3.8 54.6 0.0
14.3 7.9 46.0 0.0

16.2 -9.5 63.5 2.6
'9.7 5.6 81.8 5.1

17.6 8.1 61.2 2.5
19.5 5.7 60.8 1.1

5.1 19.3 62.4 0.0
6.9 19.5 62.2 0.0

3.0 3.0. 78.8 2.8
1.3 7.9 78.9 3_7

- .

6.5 6:5 63.0 4.1
0.0 10.2

...

74.5 4.8

6.6 18.9 62.2 6.7
7.8 18.7 63.7 6.1

1.5 11.7 82.3 0.0
0.4 12.9 82.7 0.0

1.6 6.3 78.0 0.0
0.0 4.8 88.7 4.6

0.0 9.4 83.7 8.5
2.3 4.6 88.6 8.0

2.5 12.1. 77.6 4.0
1.0 8.7 83.8 1.7



County Segment Lex Number

Placer HS M 994
F 970

UC T 51

CSU M 35
F 57

CCC M 350
F 341

Merced HS M 888
F 918

UC T 38

CSU M 49
F 66

CCC M 400
F 436

Shasta HS M 753
F 763

UC T 45

CSU T 64

CCC M 323
F 336

Butte HS M 706
F 765

UC T, 27

CSU M 78
k 117

CCC M (654)*
F (700)*

0.4%,i1.1% 0.2% 1_1% 7.1% 90.1% 0.0%
0.7 1.4 0.2 0.9 5.4' 91.4 '` 0.0

2.9 0.0 ,p.d 0.0 5.8 91.3 2.8
0.0 3.7 0.0 1.9 3.7 90.7 5.3

0,0 .0.6 1.2 1.4 5.5 91.3 1.1

2.1 1f2 0.3 0.9 5.5 90.0 0.6

0.3 2.2 0.0 4.5 20.6 72.4 0.0
0.4 2.3 0.1 7.6 18.5 71.1 0.0

0.0 8.5 2.9 5.7 2.9 80.0 - 2.6

0.0 4.3 2.1 2.1 19.1 72.4 4.1
1.7 3.4 1.7 8.6 20.8 63.8 3.8

0.5 2.8 0.5 7.5 20.4 68.3 0.7
1.4 1.0 0.0 7.2 22.5 67.9 0.5

5.6 0.8 0.0 0.9 4.2 88.5 0.0
5.4 0.4 0.0 0.9 2.5 90.8 0.0

1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.4 95.0 3.1

3.5 0.9 0.4 0.9 3.8 90.5 1.8
3.0 0.3 0.0 1.3 0.9 94.5 1.8

1.7 0.8 0.0 2.6 6.1 88.8 0.0
2.3 0.5 0.1 1.5 4.4 91.2 0:0

0.0 12,5 0.0 0.0 4.2 83.3 7.4

1.4 2.9 1.4 4.3 2.9 87.1 6.4
2.8 3.7 0.0 3.7 10.4 79.4 7.7

0.2 2.6 0.8 1.2 7.3 87.9 0.0
0.7 0.9 1.6 0.4 6.7 89.7 0.0

Ethnic
Data

Ifjian Asian Filipino Black Hispanic .White Missing

2.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 3.9 92.1. 0.0

2.3 7.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 90.7 0.0

American
Ethnic Group.
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Ccitinty- SOnment Sex Number

San Luis Fit M 654
Obispo F 700

UC T 41

CSU M 56
70

CCC M 308
F 311

Imperial 'a' HS M 621
F 703

ug T 32

CSU T 44

CCC M 265
F 318

Yolo HS M 635
F 639

UC M 76
F 76

CSU M 41

F 79

CCC M 200
F 214

Humboldt H5 M 673
F 460

UC T 36
/04

CSU M c49

F 68

CCC M 220
F 221

Ethnic f'oi,11? Ethnic
American Data

Indian Asian Filuprnq Black Hispanic White Missing

0.2% 2.6% 0.8%
.0.7 0.9 1.6

0.0 10.0 2.5

0.0 P.0.0 0.0
0.0 1.7 3.3

3.3 0.8 0.8
2.4 1.2 It, 1.2

1.6
1.1

31

8.3

1.4
0.8

0.8
1.7

0.0
0.0

0.0
1.4

1.6
0.9

10.8
7.8

0.0

2.0
9.4

3.8
7.9

2.4 0.3
3.1 0.8

18.6 0.0

2.8 0.0

0.5 0.9
0.8 0,8

5.0 0.0
2.7 0.2

9.7 0.0
14.3 0.0

11.1 0.0
1.4 0.0

5.3 0.5
2.4 1.5

0.9 0.0
0.9 e.0

2.9 0.0

2.0 0.0
0.0 0.0

1.0 0.0
1,4 9.5
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1.2%
0.4

7.3%
6.7

87.9%
89.7.

0.0%
0.0

0.0 7.5 80.0 2.4

e3 6.4 89.3 16.1

1.7 5.0 88.3 12.8

0.8 9.5 84.8 20.7
.0.8 6.0 88.4 20.2

1.5 64.7 29.5 0.0
2.1 69.4 36.5 0.0

0.0 44.4 33.3 0.0
r:-1!

0.0 50.0 38.9 4.5

2.8 66.2 28.2 5.4
4.6 66.5 26.5 7.9

1.6 21.4 '71.2 0.0

1.7 15.3 78.4 0.0

0.0 5.6 84/ 2.6 a

1.4 11.4 72.9 6.6

0.0 19.5 69.4 9.7 4 ?:

1.4 2618 69.0 8.8

3.2 AA 9.7 69.7 6.0
.2.4 14.3 78.5 4.7

0.9 1.2 86.2 0.0

0.4 2.0 88.9 0.0

2.9 2.9 91.3 0.0

0.0 0.0 . 96.0 0.0 t

10.0 4.7 85.9 2.9

0.0 3.3 91.9 . 0.0

0.0 2.3 87.9 0.0



r

Cpkinty $00-ment lgic NyMber

Grotp - Ethnic

4

a

Data
fylisag.

American
Indian AsI4n' Filipin9 Black Hispanic White

Napa HS M 508 0.6% 3.3% 1.2% 0.4% 7.3% 87.2% 0.0%
F 520 0.6 0.8 0.6 0,4 1 4.6 93.0 0.0

UC T 76 0.0 9.6 1.4 -0.0 6.8 82.2. 1.3

CSU T 58 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 5.3 93.0 1.7

CCC ,,1 337 1.6 1,6 1.6 0.3 4.9 90.0 3.7
_F 446 2.6 1.4 1.4 0.0 4.3 90.2 3.0

El Dorado HS M 508 1.2 1.6 0.0 0.8 4.9 91.5 0.0
F 506 1.8 0.6 0.6 0.8 3.6 92.6 0.0

UC T 36 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 2.9 94.2 2.8
e

CSU T 82
a

1.3 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 97.4 2.4

CCC M 176 1.5 0.0 0.0 3.7 2.2 92.5 4.3
F

...
195 0.6 0.6 0.0 2.6 3.9 92.2 1.3

Mendocino HS 464 3.4 0.9 0.0 0.2 3.9. 91.6 0.0
F 414 3.6 0.7 0.2 0.2 3.7 91.6 0.0

UC T 34 5.9 2.9 0.0 2.9 0.0 88.3 0.0

CSU T 64 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 89.8 6.2

CCC M 156 2.7 2.0 0.0 2.7 3.4 89.2 0.7
F 172 7.1 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 87.7 0.6

Kings

,

HS M 421 0.7 1.9 0.7 5.2 23.0 68.2 0.0
F 441 0.4 0.9 '1.8' 5.0 24.7 67.1 0.0

UC 12 0.0 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 66.8 0.0

CSU T 53 6.0 10.0 0.0 6.0 14.0 70.0 3.8

CCC M 199 2.8 1.0 2.8 77 20.2 65.4 2.8
F 198 2.5 0.0 3.5 5.5 25.9 62.7 2.0
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1

county- 5egmen1 SAL(

.Ethnic Grptip Ethnic

American Data

Number Indian Asian Filipino, Black Hispanic White Missing

Sutter H5 M 338 0.0% 8.8%
F 384 0.0 7.8

UC T 32 3.3 6.7
Q

CSU T 34 0.0 0.0

CCC M 104 0.0 5.8
F 131 1.5 0.8

Madera HS M 364 1.0 0.0
F 341 1.8 0.6

UC T 12 0.0 25.0

CSU T 81 0.0 2.7

CCC M 141 2.9 0.0
F 111 0.9 1.9

Nevada HS M 258 2.7 0.4
F 269 1.1 0.4

UC T 30 0.0 6.7

CSU T 29 4.4 0.0

CCC M 96 0.0 0.0
F 108 1.8 0.9

Tehama HS M 278 0.4 0.0
F 256 1.2 0.4

UC T 9 0.0 0.0

CSU T 37 0.0 0.0

CCC M 104 2.0 1.0

F 139 2.3 0.0

0.0%
0.3

3.3

0.0

0.0
0.0

0.8
0.0

0.0

1.3

0.8
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

11.1

0.0

0.0
0.7

47

0.6% 8.3% 82.3% 0.0%
0.0 8.3 83.6 0.0

0.0 6.7 80.0 3.1

0.0 37.0 63.0 14.7

0.0 16.3 77.9 6.3
1.5 10.7 85.5 5.8

3.3 26.2 68.7 0.0
5.0 28.1 64.5 0.0

8.3 16.7 50.0 0.0

2.7 28.4 64.9 8.2

10.7 10.7 74.9 1.4

9.1 15.4 72.7 0.9

0.4 1.9 94.6 0.0
0.0 4.5 94.0 0.0

3.3 3.3 86.7 0.0

0.0 4.4 91.2 17,2

1.0 2.1 96.9 0.0
0.0 0.9 96.4 0.0

0.4 5.8 93.4 0.0
0.0 19 94.5 0.0

0.0 0.0 88.9 0.0

0.0 5.9 94.1 A.1

c,

0.0 5.1 91.9 0.0
0.7 5.9 90.4 0.0





.
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County Segment Sex Number

Ethnic Group Ethnic
Data

Missing
American

Indian Asian Filipino Black Hispanic White

COUNTY HS M 117,034 0.8% 5.2% 1.3% 7.8% 15.7% 69.2% 0_0%

TOTAL F 121,262 0.7 4.9 1.3 8.6 15.7 68.8 0.0

UC M 8,008 0.6 17.3 3.2 3.6 7.1 68.2 2.6

F 8,889 0.4 16.2 14 5.9 63 67.8 2.2

CSU M 10,675 0.8 10.9 2.6 5.4 11.0 69.3 3.8

F 193,324 0.8 9.5' 2.5 8.9 11.1 67.2 3.3

CCC M 47;207 1.6 4.7 1.7 10.9 16.0 65.1 3.7

F 48,916 1.5 4.0 1.8' 11.5 16.0 65.2 3.5

UC, CSU, M 65,890 1.4 7.8 2.0 8.6 14.2 66.0 3.8

AND CCC F 71,129 1.3 c 6.5 2.1 10.3 13.9 65.9 3.3

TOTAL T 137,019 1.3 7.2 2.1 9.5 14.0 65.9 3.5 N:r

*Drita are for Fall 1981, since 1982 data are not yet available.
Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.
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Appendix C

Flow of Community College Transfer Students to the University of California,
the California State University, and Independent California Colleges

and Universities, Fall 1982

Number Transferring to Number Transferring to
indepen- indepen-

Community College VC CSU dent Community College VC

Allan Hancock 28 166 6 Kern:
Antelope Valley 16 105 15 Bakersfield 21

Barstow 1 21 1 -Cerro Coso 3

Butte 16 406 4 Porterville 6

Cabrillo 164 265 15 Lake Tahoe 2

Canyons 17 110 l 6 Lassen 6

# Cerritos 38 555 32 Long Beach 52

Chabot 64 472 21 Los Angeles:

Chaffey 27 281 9 East Los Angeles 47

Citrus 26 241 23 Los Angeles City 83

Coast: Los Angeles Harbor 40

Coastline 7 56 5 Los Angeles Mission 4

Golden West 63 515 23 Los Angeles Pierce 117

Orange Coast 218 915 91 Los Angeles Southwest 4

-Compton 5 154 5 Los Angeles Trade-Tech 7

Contra CoSta: Los Angeles Valley 96

Contra Costa 24 147 16 West Los/Angeles 31

Diablo Valley 237 810 32 Los Rios:

Los Medanos 4 67 8 American River 123

Cuesta 22 255 8 Cosumnes River 9

Desert 15 98 10 Sacramento City 127

El Camino 131 830 92 Marin:
Foothill-De Anza: Indian Valley 11

De Anza 134 604 44 Marin 84

Foothill 127 374 64 Mendocino 3

Gavilan 10 76 6 Merced 21

Glendale 49 303 63 Mira Costa 38

Grossmont: . . Monterey Peninsula 65

Cuyamaca 3 45 2 Mt. San Antonio 36

Grossmont 71 435 37 Mt. San Jacinto 11

Hartnell 39 181 5 Napa 36.
Imperial Valley 16 127 3

r
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CSU dent

333 15

34 0

82 3

19 1

57 0

646 32

338 33

427 44

355 33

38 3

838 56

123 5

121 15

562 41

199 18

763 16

164 5

565 10

93 6

278 32

54 1

245 4

67 8

175 8
t,

567 36

43 4

150
_,------

8
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;di.
,

71,00.7 prrIrcntRi ,V.NOVeir,r01,7,7ft vIOMIelp7n. ,Ne

.44

Number Transferring to Number Transferring to

Community college UC CSij
Indepen-

ant Community College UC CSU

indepen-
dent

North Orange:
Cypress

Fullerton
Ohl one

Palo Verde

Palomar

Pasadena

Peralta:
Alameda
Feather River

Laney

Merritt
Vista

Redwood

Rio Hondo

Riverside

Saddleback

San Bernardino:
Crafton Hills
San Bernardino Valley

San Diego:
San Diego City

San Diego Mesa

San Diego Miramar

San Francisco

San Joaquin Delta

San Jose:

Evergreen Valley

San Jose City

San Mateo:
Canada

San Mateo

Skyline

37

66

24

2

97

129

42

5

30

44

0

'10

20

112

113

21

54

72

94

5

105

, 94

10

15

35

100

18

383

726

237

1

332

617

159

24

14,5

187

7

210

258

337

445

108

363

213

587

20

805

539

151

228

165

524

193

19

48

9

0

27

102

4

3

13

6

2

3

'N 38
19

47

2

14

75

6

20

98

18

5

24

33

5

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Monica

Santa Rosa

Sequoias

. Shasta

Sierra

Siskiyous

Solano

.... Southwestern

State Center:
Fresno

Kings River

Taft
Ventura:

Moorpark
Oxnard

Ventura

Victor. Valley

West Hills

West Valley:

Mission

West Valley

Yosemite:

Columbia

Modesto

Yuba

Total Known

Unknown

TOTAL

29 341

217 218

222 419

84 556

34 310

29. 252

32 310

6 69

34 153

26 245

14 609

9 155

3 23

64, 291

14 39

131 280

7 74

0 65

7 85,

93 675

8 60

42 423

16 240

21

18

88

19

17

9

2

1

2

13

17

12

19

2

27

1

2

1

58

5

15

4

2,085

83

2,168

5,130 29,806

0

5,130 29,806
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